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Marching at whose command? 


Spearhead’s regular column ‘Madhouse 
Britain’ serves the purpose of conveying 
both humour and seriousness in its coverage 
of items of news. The humour comes 
through by way of the utterly comic flavour 
of many of the stories; the seriousness is con- 
tained in the underlying realities of national 
life that they demonstrate. The news items in 
that column are largely small and local in 
their nature but they go together to portray a 
real picture of a nation more and more off its 
head. And that is something we should not 
be laughing about. 

But major national affairs under Tony 
Blair’s Government are coming increasingly 
to resemble the ‘Madhouse Britain’ column 
writ large. This has never been more alarm- 
ingly demonstrated than in the gigantic 
political wind-up of the past few months 
directed towards war with Iraq. 

The idea that the Iraqi leader Saddam 
Hussein possesses weapons that could be a 
threat to the USA or Britain is so prepos- 
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terous that one would have to question the 
intelligence, if not the sanity, of anyone who 
would seriously believe it. That Saddam 
might, moreover, actually use those weapons 
in an attack on the Western World surely is a 
theory beckoning the men in the white coats. 
Iraq is a nation of a mere 18 million, with 
very little industry and racked internally with 
ethnic conflicts. Its ruler, whatever else he 
may or may not be (and here, with the daily 
barrage of propaganda against him, it is 
difficult to sort out fact from fiction), is far 
from stupid. He knows very well that any 
use of what weapons he has, even against 
Middle Eastern neighbours, will invite 
massive retaliation from the Americans and 
their puppet-states, including Britain, which 
will destroy his country and assuredly 
himself within a few days. Yet the theory 
that he has such aggressive plans is now 
being propounded by western politicians and 
journalists with perfectly straight faces in 
numbers amounting to several thousands. 
Just what do they take us for? 

Apart from the blatant absurdity under- 
lining the whole of this view, the view is 
redolent with the most nauseating humbug. 
Saddam only recently made the offer of 
again opening Iraq’s borders to foreign 
inspection teams who would be free to go 
anywhere in the country they wanted in 
search of the much-heralded “weapons of 
mass-destruction” he is supposed to possess; 
yet this was contemptuously turned down by 
President Bush, with our own Prime Minister 
squawking approval like a _ well-trained 
parrot. The real truth of the matter is that 
Bush wants his war with Iraq and is deter- 
mined to have it. Equally, Tony is deter- 
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mined to be there with him at the kill — this 
androgynous one-time pacifist wimp who 
has never even felt the blast of a drill 
sergeant’s bark on a parade ground — and is 
quite happy to send real men to possible 
death in a remote desert just in order to be at 
Dubya’s side at the victory parade. 

So here we have Tony, the appeaser of 
the IRA, shouting to the world that he is in 
no mood for appeasement. And of course, 
while the IRA is a real enemy of Britain 
which has been threatening and attacking us 
for more than thirty years and has killed 
thousands of British soldiers, police and 
civilians, Tony is determined to get tough 
with Saddam, who has never remotely 
threatened any British possession or interest 
nor a single British citizen. This is par for the 
course with Labour politicians, who are 
always ready to bang the war drums as long 
as the war is in someone else’s interest and 
not our own, and as long as none of them is 
expected to do any fighting. 

And in Tony’s case right now we have 
the additional spectre of just about every- 
thing falling apart at home. Britain today is 
the country in which almost nothing works; 
but its Prime Minister, apparently, feels 
justified in turning his back on our mountain 
of domestic problems in order to strut the 
world as a puffed-up little war lord. And to 
add to all this, even the armed forces which 
Tony needs to back up his sabre-rattling are 
chronically short of men, short of essential 
equipment and declining in discipline, effic- 
iency and morale under the impact of 
Labour’s double whammy of defence cuts 
and political correctness. 

The sheer overwhelming phoniness of 
this present war hysteria is such that even a 
good many paid writers in our national press 
are able to see through it and are prepared to 
criticise it. Over the past months there have 
been a growing number of sensible articles 
by leading journalists asking the very 
obvious question of just what vital British 
interest is served by joining Bush’s anti-Iraqi 
crusade. And it doesn’t end there; the more 
honest and sane among American journalists 
are asking the same questions about their 
country’s interests too. 

But of course there is only so far that a 
mainstream newspaper-writer is prepared 
and able to go. Splashing about in the oceans 
of present debate, desperately clutching at 
make-believe reasons for wanting to smash 
Saddam Hussein, the purveyors of our daily 
news only very rarely show the courage even 
to give a hint of the real reason for the 
present war plans. Such a hint, however, was 
provided by Andrew Alexander, writing in 
the Daily Mail on September 6th, who said:- 

“Tt is all very well to characterise Saddam 

as a threat to other countries. He may be. 

“Yet it seems odd that neighbouring 

countries , who harbour old enmities with 


Iraq and Saddam himself, do not seem to 
be worried — indeed, are among those 
keenest to stop Bush launching his attack. 
“Except for Israel, of course, whose 
policies are at the root of the continuous 
conflict. But will Bush say that? 
Obviously not.” 


This, in a nutshell — albeit phrased in the 
most moderate language — is what it is all 
about. Saddam Hussein does not threaten 
Britain. He does not threaten America. And 
moreover British and American politicians 
know it. But Saddam is perceived, correctly 
or incorrectly, to threaten Israel; and the 
gigantically powerful international Jewish 
apparatus of political lobbying, patronage, 
pressure and propaganda has been mobilised 
to dragoon the United States, Britain and if 
possible the nations of Western Europe into 
sending the best of their young men to die, if 
necessary, for Jewish interests and at the 
Jewish command. At the moment, the Con- 
tinental European powers are showing just a 
little more common sense, and a little more 
consideration for their own national inter- 
ests, than we are. And for their hesitancy to 
quick-march to death and destruction in the 
Israeli cause they are being pilloried as 
‘anti-American’ and even ‘cowardly’. But 
perish the thought that Tony should ever be 
thus labelled! The premier who owes more 
of his career success to Jewish support than 
possibly any other in British history, even 
Harold Wilson included, may offer the white 
flag to Irish republican killers and may 
scheme and manoeuvre to sell out a loyal 
British province; but let the Jewish cause be 
in danger, and let Jewish commands ring 
forth that it must be defended at all costs, and 
our Tony will snap to attention, whip up a 
smart salute and dispatch our Paras, Marines, 
SAS and other armed units to the war zone 
with orders to fight if need be to the death — 
their own of course, not his! 


Third World poverty: 
what no one dares to say 


From Madhouse Britain, let us switch for 
a moment to the global madhouse of which it 
is part. On page 15 of this issue Frank 
Kimbal Johnson admirably captures the 
insanity reigning at the ‘Earth Summit’ held 
in Johannesburg during late August and 
early September, where western politicians 
submitted themselves to one of their regular 
verbal caning sessions from Third World 
leaders — in return for which they enjoyed a 
few days holiday at five-star hotels as part of 
a company of some 60,000 assembled to 
discuss ‘world poverty’ in surroundings of 
sumptuous luxury. Just what the cost of all 
this junketing amounted to is not known to 
us, but if these people really wanted to help 
the poorer folk of the planet they would have 
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done far better to have not held the Summit 
at all but to have to spent the money involved 
on practical things like free birth-control 
devices to the natives of Africa, Asia and 
Latin America, combined with education on 
the use of them. That, however, would have 
denied our liberal do-gooders the warm inner 
glow of self-righteousness that comes of 
their philanthropy — as well as a big party at 
other people’s (mainly taxpayers’) expense. 

For some 40-50 years following decolon- 
isation, Britain and other former imperial 
powers — together with countries like the 
United States — have taken part in the loony 
ritual of assuming responsibility for the 
misery of the peoples they are supposed to 
have made ‘independent’ and agonising over 
the problem of fairly distributing the world’s 
resources so that everyone gets enough to 
eat. Of course, all of them with a scrap of 
intelligence know that their cause is doomed, 
but this doesn’t deter them from talking and 
behaving as if it represented the ultimate in 
enlightenment. 

Let us, therefore, spell out one or two 
brutal realities which it is time that Britain 
and other developed nations recognised. 

The first reality is that the world’s 
resources are finite, however much science 
and technology (nearly all western, a small 
part East Asian and none at all African) may 
stretch them for just a while. 

The second reality is that the breeding 
possibilities of the world’s populations are 
not finite and that therefore, unless certain 
races who are now breeding fast stop doing 
so (by one process or another), demand for 
resources is bound to outstrip supply. This 
should not really need saying because for a 
long time it has been happening. 

From these two realities there follows a 
third reality which is as natural and obvious 
as night following day. There never can be — 
and indeed never should be —a sharing out of 
the world’s resources; those peoples able to 
acquire them and exploit them must ensure 
to do so for their own survival — because if 
they do not they will not survive. 

From this there follows the fourth reality 
— which is the one which do-gooding liberals 
just will not accept because their stomachs 
are too delicate for it: the peoples not able to 
acquire and develop the resources will die 
out, or at least have their numbers severely 
curtailed by the play of natural forces — that 
is if they do not take measures for drastic 
limitation of their births. 

But today we have the utterly crazy 
situation in which it is the capable and 
resourceful peoples of the world — the 
peoples of the West and of East Asia (China 
and Japan mostly) — who are limiting their 
births so drastically that many of them are 
not even at replacement level, while the (so 
far) incapable and unresourceful peoples are 
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breeding seemingly without limit. 

And the more aid we give them the more 
they will breed and the more we will deny 
ourselves the means to breed. 

Crazy? The word is inadequate to 
describe such insanity. 

And yet this is today the accepted 
wisdom among western political leaders, 
journalists, intellectuals and_ self-styled 
‘experts’ on global problems! 

And these ‘experts’ have just treated 
themselves to a couple of weeks expensive 
wining, dining and and gassing to convey 
their wisdom to the rest of us! 

We have said that their cause is doomed. 
It is doomed for this reason:- 

The disparity between supply of and 
demand for the world’s resources will never 
be overcome. Nature will work its own way 
and the weaker will succumb — whatever the 
‘aid’ industry may do. 

The sole question to be decided is: which 
peoples will be the weaker? 

All common sense and natural law 
dictate that it be the peoples lacking in the 
ability and resourcefulness to take or hold 
onto and exploit the riches that the earth has 
to offer. 

But if those peoples who, on the other 
hand, possess such ability and resourceful- 
ness are so feeble-minded that they are not 
prepared to use their power to ensure their 
survival but, on the contrary, occupy them- 
selves with the imperative of trying to ensure 
the survival of others, even when it be at 
their own expense, they assuredly will be the 
ones to go under, and the world will revert 
over thousands of years (or perhaps less) to 
its pre-civilisation condition. 

Do the attendees at the Earth Summit not 
understand this? We suspect that they do but 
are just too frightened to admit it. 


The exam scandal: 


a hidden agenda? 


Last month the Labour Government was 
accused of prejudicing the future of many of 
Britain’s brightest students in pursuit of its 
own social engineering. The scandal arose 
when it became revealed that the Qualificat- 
ion and Curriculum Authority (QCA) was 
deliberately depressing the standards of 
questions put in exam papers so as to enable 
less bright students to qualify for university 
places. In fact, although the scandal only 
came to a head recently, it revealed what 
many educationalists have known to have 
been going on for some time. The Govern- 
ment wants to ‘dumb down’ the standards 
necessary for university entrance in order to 
boost figures of higher education. 

Is one major reason for this that they 
want to get more black students to univer- 
sities. We suspect so! 
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PRIME MINISTER Tony Blair, speaking in Hackney, 
East London, on September 18th, uttered words 
that have been taken by many as a sign that the 
real agenda of ‘New Labour’ is reverting to the 
norms of Old Labour. He said:- 
“We must search for true equality, equal status 
and opportunity. It must be a Britain in which we 
continue to redistribute wealth and opportunity to 
the many, not the few.” 


Well, the only surprising thing about these 
words is that anyone should be surprised at them. 
For several years, Britain has been subjected to the 
illusion that New Labour represents the ‘moderate’ 
centre-left of politics, by contrast with the more 
militant left leanings of Blair’s predecessors. In 
fact, Tony Blair’s Government is in real terms by 
far the most left-wing that Britain has ever had. 
Only by cleverly concealed image-manipulation has 
it contrived to convey a different impression. Now 
that Blair — in the face of a virtually impotent Tory 
Opposition — is starting to feel unassailable, he no 
doubt believes that he can reveal his left-wing 
agenda all the more unashamedly. 


MARXIST INSPIRATION 


Redistribution of wealth! Is that not basically a 
communist concept? Translated into real terms, it 
amounts to taking away from the wealth creators 
in order to give to those who contribute little, if 
anything, to produce wealth. The latter should not 
be confused with people who, beginning from 
social and economic disadvantage, raise them- 
selves up to better living standards by intelligence 
and hard work. These do not need ‘wealth-redist- 
ribution programmes’ to help them; they can and 
do succeed by their own efforts, as millions have. 
‘Redistribution of wealth’ is something entirely 
different. It is based on an idea that the achievers 
in society have no more right to the good things of 
life than the non-achievers. Karl Marx put it 
succinctly when he coined the slogan: “From each 
according to his ability, to each according to his 
needs.” Marx’s portrait appears less prominently 
on Labour Party walls these days, but his spirit 
burns in Labour hearts as strongly as ever. 

But there is much more than this to the creeping 
bolshevism of New Labour. In many different 
ways, Blair’s party is showing its dedication to the 
ideals of red revolution, even if it may have dis- 
carded some of the externals. : 

One of the major principles of the bolshevist 
new order as propounded by Lenin was its opposit- 
ion to patriotism and its undermining of the nation- 
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Britain is now starting to learn just how left-wing ‘New Labour’ is 


state. Though the Soviet Union under Stalin often 
honoured this principle more in the breach than in 
the observance (Soviet Russia frequently was in 
practice nationalist while in theory being inter- 
nationalist), the original makers of the revolution 
were rootless cosmopolitans who sought to bring 
down national borders and establish a world- 
government. All the policies of Blair & Co. point in 
this direction. British history is denigrated in our 
schools. Native British children are taught to be 
ashamed, rather than proud, of their nationality — 
in faithful accordance with Lenin’s teachings. 


RACE EQUALITY A COMMUNIST IDEA 


It was an essential part of the communist creed 
that races were all the same, differing from one 
another only in their physical features, never in 
their inner abilities and character. The theory was 
that by manipulation of environmental conditions — 
claimed to determine the unequal achievements of 
races — all racial groups would come up (or down) 
to the same level. This is exactly the policy of Tony 
Blair’s Government. ‘Racism’ — the natural loyalty 
of people to their own kind — has been made 
virtually ‘criminal’ in Blair’s Britain, with a vast and 
all-pervasive propaganda machine dinning the 
official ‘party line’ into the heads of the population 
day and night. 

Just as in Soviet Russia. 

But it goes further. Under the Soviet system, 
idological conformity was enforced by every 
available device of power: the mass media, the 
schools, the law and the penal system. Dissenters 
— though they had committed no normal crimes — 
were imprisoned for ‘thought crimes’, deviations 
from the officially approved ways of thinking. We 
are headed along that road in Britain today. The 
new name for this totalitarian thought-control is 
‘political correctness’, but the mentality that 
produces and enforces it is no different. Those 
jailed for non-conformity — usually in matters con- 
cerning race — are not yet great in number, but 
have no fear: Blair & Co. are just biding their time 
to stiffen laws in this sector which will result in 
many more losing their freedom if they dare to 
express ‘forbidden’ thoughts on the subject. 

We always knew this would happen. ‘Blairism’ 
— the presentation of a nice, people-friendly image 
for Labour — was always a deception. Now the 
Marxist demons are returning with a vengeance. 
The people’s republic of Britain is on the way. 
Communism by stealth, the old strategy of the 
Fabians, is New Labour’s dream. 


I was brought up to believe that foreign 
policy should ultimately be determined by 
the national interest. If Tony Blair has reason 
to believe that Iraq is on the point of attack- 
ing the United Kingdom, then most people 
would willingly see the armed forces give 
him all they’ve got. But most people are not 
convinced. They wonder why, if Iraq poses 
such an obvious and immediate threat to 
stability and security in Europe, the Germans 
and French are prepared to be so laid-back. 
They wonder why most of Iraq’s neighbours 
have not signed up to war, when they did in 
1991. They wonder what has changed 
recently to make an attack inevitable. They 
wonder why now. And they wonder whether 
Mr. Blair’s stance is determined less by the 
national interest than by a personal interest in 
strutting the world stage. 

PETER AINSWORTH, MP 
The Spectator (14.9.02) 


I seem to be the only person who still 
remembers that Mr. Blair was an adult 
member of the anti-American pacifist organ- 
isation, the campaign for Nuclear Disarma- 
ment, and that he tried to cover this fact up 
when it was exposed. 

It’s not as if he can plead teenage hormones 
or ignorance of what he was doing. 

He sought to become a Labour MP when 
the party was an unashamed rabble of Amer- 
ica-haters, Communist fellow-travellers and 
terrorist sympathisers. During the Falklands 
War he called for a negotiated settlement 
with the aggressor. 

Whenever he is faced with serious threats 
to British interests — be it from the IRA over 
Ulster or from Spain over Gibraltar — he is 
only too willing to give in and camouflage 
his surrender with the name of ‘peace’ or 
‘diplomacy’. 

And this character is now the apostle of 
war and the unswerving ally of Washington? 
I don’t think so. 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (15.9.02) 


It has the capability to launch a devastat- 
ing series of bomb attacks on London. It is 
known to be recruiting, organising and fund- 
raising. It has repeatedly refused to allow the 
weapons inspectors in to examine the full 
extent of its armaments. 

I am, or course, referring to the IRA. As 
Tony Blair focuses on Iraq, Northern Ireland 
is lurching into ever more dangerous chaos. 

JENNY McCARTNEY 
Sunday Telegraph (8.9.02) 


If Tony Blair wants a war, it appears he 
will have one. With his own people and with 
his own party. As the inevitability of war 
with Iraq is talked un unease in this country 


is increasing day by day. Alongside this is a 
growing incredulity at Tony Blair’s state of 
mind. 

What is he on? We have seen this expect- 
ant glint in his eye before, and now, with the 
sinister talk of the ‘blood price’ we have to 
pay to maintain our special relationship, the 
dreadful reality dawns — a Tony Blair with 
beliefs is even worse than a Tony Blair with- 
out them. 

SUZANNE MOORE 
The Mail on Sunday (8.9.02) 


Now we are on the verge of another war. If 
Mr. Blair has his way we are going to invade 
Iraq. It may be that not many British troops 
will be involved. But the Prime Minister is 
lending diplomatic muscle, which is not in- 
considerable, to the enterprise. Why is he 
doing it? Because, he says, Saddam Hussein 
has, or may soon have, weapons of mass 
destruction which he might, at some future 
and unspecified date, use against Britain or 
British interests. 

Do we really believe that? I’m not quak- 
ing... 

Mr. Blair, at Camp David on Saturday, 
with his black, open-necked shirt, certainly 
did not appear very British or prime minis- 
terial. Striding purposefully alongside Pres- 
ident George W. Bush, he looked a little like 
a junior sheriff spoiling for his first gunfight. 
He doesn’t have to do this. He does not have 
to fight, and he should not fight, President 
Bush’s war... we’re not American, and Tony 
Blair should not behave as though we were. 

STEPHEN GLOVER 
Daily Mail (10.9.02) 


The more the Conservative Party struggles 
to define its principles, the less conservative 
it seems to be, and the more it conforms to 
the left-liberal consensus which rules polit- 
ical debate almost unopposed. Where in the 
‘media’ can the true conservative find true 
conservative thought? 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (13.9.02) 


Surely, the ‘new style’ of public mourning 
(72, August 27) seen with Diana, Princess of 
Wales, and again this year with the Soham 
murders, has very little to do with existential 
despair and the death of belief. Instead, it is a 
manifestation of a desperate, hungry fum- 
bling for a communal experience. 

What we’re seeing is tragedy turned into 
an interactive experience. Isolated and divided, 
people now want to be part of a soap opera 
rather than just passively watch. Hence Big 
Brother. The instincts that make people want 
to get involved in such a programme are the 
same as those now shamefully reducing the 
horror of Soham into a loathsome excuse for 


a good communal blub. 

No wonder the people of Soham are 
asking for the coach parties of fish-and-chip- 
eating gawkers to stay away. When a large 
segment of the population grieves to enter- 
tain themselves, something is deeply wrong. 

The real reason for this desperate need for 
a shared experience is not hard to fathom. It 
stems from living in a nation shattered by 
multi-culturalism and forcefully told at every 
turn by politicians and media to despise its 
own original identity, culture and heritage. 
When you suppress identity, its struggles to 
re-emerge can sometimes be unfortunately 
quite base. 

MIKE LEPINE 
Letter in The Times (29.8.02) 


For some time, it appears, the Inland 
Revenue, with the encouragement of Gordon 
Brown and the Paymaster Dawn Primarolo 
have been selling off most of their buildings 
(about 600 in total) to a company, Mapeley 
Steps Ltd., owned by a number of specu- 
lators and registered in the Bahamas. Over 
the next 20 years the Revenue will pay an 
estimated £2 billion in rent to this company 
for the buildings which they themselves have 
sold, while the company, whose shareholders 
include the famous speculator George Soros, 
will pay no tax, Bermuda being a well-known 
tax haven. But to date, no one has expressed 
the slightest interest in this state of affairs. 

RICHARD INGRAMS 
The Observer (1.9.02) 


Needless to say, it’s not the Blacks who 
hate the Whites the most; it’s white academ- 
ics and intellectuals who are doing it for 
them. Since the ghastly Sixties, college and 
university professors have been doing their 
best to make Blacks hate Whites. They are 
the ones who have made accusations against 
Whites which feed black anger and resent- 
ment. And the Whites, instead of responding 
in kind, play dead. One US Marine division 
could topple Mugabe in a jiffy, yet we are 
much more likely to hit a prostrate Saddam 
instead. But why US Marines? Blair should 
send in a British regiment to safeguard the 
Whites, but he’s as likely to do that as I am to 
give one to Monica Lewinsky. 

‘TAK?’ 
The Spectator (21.9.02) 


One per cent of our genes are from Africa. 
We’ve already assimilated a proportion and it 
hasn’t had the terrible effects that the purist 
race freaks talk about... We can put up with 
the Blacks. The question of Islam is another 
matter. They convert the lowest groups wher- 
ever they go. 

NICK GRIFFIN 
Interview in The Observer Magazine (1.9.02) 
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Are the Tories doomed? 


PETER STRUDWICK, a lifelong Conservative, 
offers no realistic hope for the party’s revival 


AFTER watching on television hundreds 
of idols — or exhibitionists, according to 
your viewpoint — competing for the no 
doubt prestigious and eponymous title 
‘Elvis Presley Lookalike 2002’ to comm- 
emorate the 25th anniversary of the 
famous pop singer’s death, the thought 
came to me: what is the connection 
between Presley and the Conservative 
Party? I came up with the immediate 
answer. The Tories have donned Presley’s 
mantle, a-rocking and a-rolling all over 
the place, thrashing about for solutions, 
rudderless and shapeless, like a sailing 
craft trapped in the teeth of a Force Eight 
gale. 

Will the Conservative Party ever become 
a party of government again? If the answer to 
that question is ‘no’? — a consummation 
devoutly to be wished, I would anticipate, by 
very many, if not all, readers of this journal — 
then it only has itself to blame for its lack of 
character, spinelessness and wholly mistaken 
analyses of the problems confronting con- 
temporary Britain. 

Forty years ago, things might have been 
different. The Conservative philosopher 
Michael Oakeshott, in his celebrated work 
Rationalism in Politics and Other Essays 
(Methuen, 1962), wrote that the distinguish- 
ing features of Toryism were a regard for the 
lessons of experience; a respect for tradition 
and posterity; a reluctance to destroy estab- 
lished beliefs without replacing them with 
something manifestly better; and a sceptical 
attitude towards what is loosely termed “pro- 
gress’. Roger Scruton and Maurice Cowling, 
other Conservative sages, have expressed 
themselves in similar vein, but to formulate a 
set of beliefs and attitudes is not nearly 
enough. What was so apparent then, as much 
as it is apparent now, is the dismal failure to 
appreciate the importance of a coherent 
political ideology within which these 
cherished ideals could be expressed. The 
only ideology that could possibly encompass 
the true aspirations of the populace with any 
degree of patriotic sentiment is British 
Nationalism, the highest expression of the 
human spirit, the idea that the nation is 
placed first, and that all policy — economic, 
social and that covering foreign relations — 
should be dictated by the needs of the British 
people. 

Yet no significant Conservative politic- 
ian of the post-war period with the exception 
of Enoch Powell (and in his case ten years 
too late) ever sought to articulate the need for 
such an ideology, with the disastrous conse- 
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quences that are all too evident today: 
imperial scuttle, mass immigration, the rise 
of the European Union and betrayal in Ulster. 
This seemingly irreversible litany of self- 
destruction, and much else besides, will have 
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caused many nationalists to give up hope. I 
write ‘seemingly irreversible’ because a great 
act of will, resolution and dedication can still 
effect a swing of the political pendulum; 
indeed, some hopeful signs are beginning to 
emerge, as we have witnessed in the results 
of elections in certain European countries, 
including quite lately our own. 


IDS and ‘perception politics’ 
Whether such a transformation can be 
achieved through the agency of the Conser- 
vative Party or by one or other of the, as yet, 
smaller political parties remains to be seen. 
Many will contend that the Tories are already 
beyond redemption. Two factors, at least, 
support this view: the first is the arrival of 
lain Duncan Smith as party leader; and the 
second is the emergence of a pseudo-philo- 
sophy best described as ‘perception politics’. 
Duncan-Smith has been in charge for 12 
months. Proclaimed by some as a ‘right- 
winger’ (although there is little in the histor- 
ical record to have ever justified such a 
label), he was presented as the new white 
knight in shining armour who would lead the 
Tories back to the sunlit uplands of power. 
Some aspiration! Duncan Smith’s perform- 
ance so far has been dismal. Regularly 
worsted at the dispatch box in Parliament by 
Blair, lacking oratorical skill and surrounded 
by mediocre, uninspiring colleagues with 
negligible focus on policy issues, he exhibits 
minimal leadership qualities. Worst of all, he 
has enmeshed himself in political correct- 
ness to such a degree as to suggest he is 
incapable of independent thought. Not 
content with disowning the Monday Club, he 
has insulted the Carlton Club by declining to 


join until it admits women members (which, 
as a private members’ club, it has every right 
to refuse to do); closed down Eurosceptic 
pressure groups like Campaign Against a 
Federal Europe (CAFE); and seen to it that 
no serious debate takes place within the 
party on immigration or Europe — at a time 
when such debates are most urgently 
demanded by events. Moreover, IDS 
implicitly defers to every trendy idea put 
before him by the Portillo-ite fringe, 
hell-bent on destroying not only every 
semblance of nationalist feeling but the very 
foundations of moral order. 

So a weak and vacillating leader is 
persuaded that what counts in politics in 
2002 is ‘perception’. The construction of 
policies must be determined, not by what is 
right and sound, but by the likely response 
they will elicit from the ‘don’t knows’ and 
minorities. 


‘Outing’ of the other Duncan 

The last few weeks have witnessed some 
extraordinary public pronouncements delib- 
erately aimed at ingratiating the Tory Party 
with the least rewarding and most pernicious 
elements of our fractured society. Alan 
Duncan (frankly, an obsequious little creep) 
decided to expose himself as ‘gay’, as if 
people didn’t already suspect this to be the 
case. This apparently earth-shattering revel- 
ation by Duncan (the author, incidentally, of 
Saturn’s Children, which advocates the 
legalisation of drugs distribution) was con- 
sidered to be so significant that party workers 
at Central Office assembled for a ‘photo- 
call’ at which several other uncloseted ‘gays’ 
revealed how proud they were to have ‘come 
out’. 


ALAN DUNCAN 
Tories made his outing as a homo a cause 
for a photo-call 


This disgusting spectacle, in the manner 
of a Faustian burlesque almost, was con- 
trived by people who seriously imagine that 
it may have some effect in making the 
Conservatives more ‘electable’! In truth, it 
will have disproportionately alienated thou- 


sands more than it could conceivably attract. 
Still, Tory Party Chairman Theresa May was 
impressed; she congratulated Duncan for 
being “so up front.” May, of course, is the 
very embodiment of perception politics. She 
owes her elevated status entirely to her 
gender and nothing else. In parliament, as 
Shadow Secretary for Education and Emp- 
loyment (1991-2001), and subsequently as 
Shadow to John Prescott at Local Govern- 
ment and the Regions, May has proved 
herself to be a mediocre debater and has 
otherwise made little impact. 

More recently, the press reported a 
“highly placed Tory insider” commenting 
about May and Caroline Spelman, Shadow 
International Development Minister, that 
“the best thing about them is that they look 
and sound like Liberal Democrats.” This sort 
of negativism and self-loathing, bordering on 
the schizoid, just about epitomises the way in 
which the Tories are plumbing the depths. 


Check-out test 


But there is more. On 11th August, the 
Sunday Telegraph reported that Tory candid- 
ates of the future would be required to under- 
go a ‘check-out girl test’ (no, this was not a 
midsummer prank) to see whether they can 
speak to ‘ordinary people’. Apparently, 
Gillian Shepherd, a party vice-chairwoman 
whom I had always regarded as one of the 
saner folk at Central Office, insists that 
candidates will benefit from talking to shop 
workers. Two other  vice-chairwomen, 
Patricia (‘call me Trish’) Morris and Angela 
Browning, will be visiting every constit- 
uency without a sitting MP to lecture local 
parties before the selection process. 

Let readers join me on an imaginary 
journey as Ms Annabel Winthrop-Murga- 
troyd, an aspiring Tory candidate, with all 
the credentials that the Tory Reform Group 
can offer, aged 31 and ambitious to a degree 
as a public relations consultant, presents 
herself at the check-out till at Tesco’s in 
Nottingham City Centre, one Thursday 
afternoon. ‘Trish’ Morris accompanies her. 
The target of her conversation is Mrs. Connie 
Smith, house- wife, aged 53 and check-out 
assistant at Till 14. It goes like this:- 


AW-M: I will only be a few minutes. 
May I ask you some questions for our 
focus group? 


CS: Certainly m’duck (the three people 
in the queue nodding pleasingly). 


AW-M: Let me start with the econ- 
omy. What’s your view of the money 
supply and the M1/M3 basis of it? 
CS: Money supply? Mine runs out on 
Tuesdays, m’duck. Hubby subs me. 
M1? I never go on it — too many snarl- 
ups. M3? Wouldn’t know — where is it? 
AW-M: Thank you. Most inform- 
ative. Now a question about Bush. 
What’s your view? 

CS: Well, my late father used to say: 


“Never beat about the bush — get 
straight to the point.” That’s my view, 
m’duck. 


AW-M: Quite. So with Saddam 
Hussein — would you take him out? 


CS: (looking puzzled) Nasser Hussain, 
what a ... 


AW-M: No, No, I mean... 


CS: Don’t interrupt m’duck. Lovely 
cricketer. And that Michael Vaughan. 
What a smasher! 197 at Trent Bridge, 
m’duck. Only round the corner. He can 
take me out whenever he wants!! 


AW-M: (sheepishly) I love cricket 
too. Three more questions. First, the 
Tories want to introduce a new blood 
transfusion system into the health 
service. What’s your view about 
haemophilia? 


CS: (reddening with rage). String ’em 
up. That’s what I’d do with ’em, string 
em up, m’duck. 


AW-M: No. I don’t think you quite 
understood me ... 


CS: Oh yes I did. String em up was my 
answer (massive endorsement from 
queue of 27). 


AW-M: Secondly, do you have a view 
about our increasingly multi-cultural 
society? (One or two Sikhs in queue 
shuffle uneasily). 


C.S.: That’s easy m’duc. Enoch Powell 
had it right (loud applause). He came 
from these parts — well, Birmingham 
anyway. 

AW-M: Ah! but things have moved 
on. 


CS: Not round here, they haven’t, 
m’ duck. 


AW-M (getting irritated): But Mr 
Powell is dead. 


CS: Not round here he isn’t, m’duck. 
(bursts into uncontrollable laughter). 


AW-M: And finally, Mrs Smith, do 
you have a view about Dame Shirley 
Porter, your employer and former 
Tory leader on Westminster City 
Council? 


CS (looking furtively around her and 
fidgeting in her check-out seat): Dame 
Shirley Porter? Well, I do have an 
opinion, m’duck but I want to hold on 
to me job! (Spontaneous bursts of 
applause all round Tesco’s: check-out 
queue now numbers 59). 


W-M: Thank you so much, Mrs 
Smith. That was most enlightening. 
Your views will now be analysed by 
our think-tank and I will personally 
pass them on to Mr Duncan ... 

CS (quick as a flash): Vd string him up 
too. Disgusting nancy boy parading all 
his dirty linen in public. 

AW-M (bemused): Mr Duncan Smith, 


I was about to say, not Mr Duncan... 
Anyway thank you very much. 
(AW-M departs from Tesco’s placing 
tape recorder in smart brief case, with 
a beaming ‘Trish’ Morris, confident of 
having recruited hundreds of new 
supporters to the Tory cause). 


Francis Maude 


And so we return to reality. The leading 
figure behind the perception politics strategy 
is Francis Maude. The son of Angus Maude, 
a genuine right-winger and traditionalist and 
minister in Edward Heath’s Government 
(1970-1974), Maude Junior cut his political 
teeth on Westminster City Council (1978- 
1984). He became a Member of Parliament 
for Warwickshire North (1983-1992) and 
later for Horsham (1994 to present). At 
various times he was Under-Secretary of 
State at the Department of Trade and 
Industry, and Minister of State at the Foreign 
& Commonwealth Office. With the Conser- 
vatives in opposition, he served as Shadow 
Chancellor and Shadow Foreign Secretary 
before retiring to the back benches. 

Maude’s adventure in opportunism and 
careerism, with willing accomplices John 
Bercow, Steven Norris, Archie Norman and 
others, is to set up a new ‘think-tank’ called 
‘Conservatives for Change’ — C Change in 
short. He wants to make change in itself a 
political virtue, but everything he has done 
so far amounts to spin with no substance. 
Some of Maude’s vaporous posturings have 
been set out in two articles: the first appeared 
in The Spectator of 23rd March 2002 under 
the caption ‘A Phoenix, not a dodo: it is five 
to midnight for the Tories’. The second app- 
eared in The Times of 24th June 2002 under 
the heading ‘Male, white, straight — and 
doomed to extinction if I we don’t change’. 

Both articles are worthy of some analy- 
sis. Taking the second piece first, Maude 
advances the ridiculous theory that what is at 
the root of current Conservative failure is the 
fact that the party is too male-dominated and 
that females should receive the benefit of 
positive discrimination in selection contests 
for party positions; likewise that the party 
contains too many Whites and too few 
Blacks and Asians, and too many hetero- 
sexuals and too few homosexuals. Unless 
these imbalances are corrected, he argues, 
the party will never get back into govern- 
ment. Well, it may well never get back into 
government, but not for the reasons Maude 
gives, for in truth his opinions are arrant 
nonsense, born of political ignorance and a 
total lack of awareness as to why people vote 
as they do. 


Tories ‘uncomfortable’ 

At one point Maude writes: “Society’s 
more relaxed approach to gay people makes 
many Conservatives uncomfortable, and 
some still feel uneasy with the assertive 
multi-culturalism of younger Britain.” But 
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ARE THE TORIES DOOMED? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


the reality is that the vast majority of people 
from all parties and no party have utter 
contempt for the proselytising ‘gay’ move- 
ment, whose pretensions have been fully 
exposed in the pages of this journal on 
several occasions. Nor indeed is there any 
evidence at all that multi-culturalism has 
greater appeal among younger people than it 
has among older people. It is thoroughly 
unpopular everywhere. Maude’s use of the 
word ‘still’ in the passage just quoted is 
particularly cunning. He wants to raise the 
perception of widespread endorsement of 
multi-culturalism; yet most people have 
sufficient intelligence to appreciate that 
multi-culturalism — the insidious process of 
de-educating the white, indigenous people of 
these islands in their own history, conven- 
tions, traditions and mores — is the surest 
route to national decline and oblivion. 


Borrowing from the left 

Towards the end of his article, Maude 
shamefully re-opens the class war rhetoric of 
the left on schooling: “No amount of insist- 
ing that I went to a thoroughly meritocratic 
direct-grant school /yes, but actually a public 
school, Abingdon School, in Oxfordshire. 
PS] will displace the assumption that I must 
have been to Eton. I remember being irrit- 
ated in a radio discussion when one of the 
participants said: ‘But you come from a 
moneyed family: your father was a Conser- 
vative MP’.” Maude is ashamed that anyone 
could possibly suppose that his parents might 
send him to Eton, one of the finest and 
certainly the most famous public school in 
Britain. Henry Cooper, Britain’s greatest 
heavyweight boxing champion and a man of 
the humblest background, can stand proud to 
declare that his son was educated at Eton, but 
perish the thought that Francis Maude might 
ever have been within its hallowed precincts, 
or muddied his knees on the playing fields of 
Agar’s Plough. 

None of this is to suggest that state 
schools, direct-grant schools or grammar 
schools (what is left of them) cannot provide 
an equally challenging and rewarding edu- 
cation. But Maude doesn’t want to make this 
argument; he wants his C Change movement 
to be in the vanguard of overturning what he 
considers — entirely falsely in my opinion — 
people’s perceptions of the structure of 
secondary education. 

Turning to consider Maude’s first piece, 
in The Spectator, the central thesis is much 
the same but at least the writer gets off to a 
good start. “We must again become a 
genuine national party, as Disraeli insisted.” 
But then: “We must show real respect for all, 
male and female, rich and poor, black and 
white, gay and straight.” Just like that! Such 
profundity of thought! The notion that 
respect should not be earned, as distinct from 
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arbitrarily given, is at variance with every 
tenet of human nature and sensibility As for 
Disraeli, it is worth recalling that in his 
novels, Coningsby and Sybil he writes at 
length of the need to elevate the condition of 
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the poor, and it may reasonably be claimed 
by Conservatives that their social policies on 
poverty over a 100-year period, including 
those developed out of the better features of 
the welfare state, have been more beneficial 
to the genuinely poor than the policies of 
either the Labour or Liberal Party. It is 
therefore specious of Maude to imply that 
helping the poor (or ‘the vulnerable’, as he 
would prefer it, to embrace, in reality, feck- 
less and anti-social people) is some great 
invention emanating from his ‘think-tank’. 


Unmistakably internationalist 

Maude then attempts to define what 
characterises modern Conservatism, and he 
concludes his piece with this remarkable (for 
a Conservative, that is) observation:- 


“We should not have to take a Trappist 
vow of silence on the great European 
issues. We must have an outlook that is so 
unmistakably internationalist that it could 
never occur to anyone to depict us as 
narrow, ‘xenophobic’, ‘Little-England- 
ene 

Maude is not here talking about inter- 
national co-operation between sovereign 
independent nations. He doesn’t mean that at 
all in what he has written. Nor is he just 
suggesting a higher level of participation in 
some of the more beneficent activities — and 
there aren’t many of them — of United 
Nations agencies such as UNICEF and 
UNWRA. No, he is clearly exalting the true 
meaning of internationalism, which is that of 
a global ideology which subordinates the 
nation to the demands of the ‘world comm- 
unity’ and the machinations of the New 
World Order. Indeed, internationalism is the 
mechanism for collectivised social control 
and the reduction of the nation-state to an 
entity without power, influence or authority 
in defence of its own people. Maude is 
hardly an apprentice in these matters. It was 
he, let us remember, together with Douglas 
Hurd, as Foreign Secretary of the time, who 
signed the Maastricht Treaty, the natural 
successor of the Rome Treaty and a treachery 
later to be compounded by the treaties of 
Amsterdam and Nice, the culmination of the 
Euro-internationalist grand project to reduce 
the nations of Europe to the status, effect- 
ively, of regional councils. 

Nationalists within the Conservative 
Party know the score. Many will feel, with 
me, that the party has left them rather than 
that they have left the party. It amounts to 
much the same thing — a long, arduous 
mountain to climb to reach the promised 
land. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


In recent years, the Conservative Party has often seemed to be about to break 
with its tradition; it has joined in the competitive market of reform, endorsing the 
delegation of power, the code of economic internationalism, the ‘free market 
economy’ which it once so strenuously opposed. It has presided over the reorgan- 
isation of county boundaries, and of national currency, over the entry into Europe 
and the consequent surrender of legal atonomy. It entertains at present the idea of 
reforming the House of Lords, and has allowed, while in office, the continued 
existence of reforming bodies, and the ascendancy in education, economics and 
penal reform of self-styled experts who may have neither the wisdom nor the 
responsibility to qualify as the arbiters of political choice. In short, the Conser- 
vative Party has often acted in a way with which a conservative may find little 
sympathy. Most of all, it has begun to see itself as the defender of individual 
freedom against the encroachments of the state, concerned to return to the 
people their natural right of choice, and to inject into every corporate body the 
healing principle of democracy. These are passing fashions, well-meant, not 
always mis- guided, but by no means the ineluctable expression of the 


conservative point of view. 


ROGER SCRUTON (The Meaning of Conservatism, 1980) 


IN the foregoing article by Peter Strud- 
wick there is amply described the demor- 
alisation, the loss of nerve, the chronic 
divisions, the political idiocy and the 
utter lack of conviction that all permeate 
the Conservative Party of Iain Duncan 
Smith. The writer is right to dwell upon 
Mr. Duncan Smith’s inadequacies and 
his complete unfitness for the leadership 
job, but let us never be under any illus- 
ions as to where the problem lies. Duncan 
Smith is the creation of his party, not the 
other way round. Given the present 
realities of power, patronage and think- 
ing in modern Conservatism, a leader of 
his type was always inevitable. If, as is 
likely, he is ditched before very long, we 
may expect his place to be taken by some- 
one just as bad, if not worse. 

Now that the ideological and tactical 
consensus prevailing in the Tory Party today 
is so drastically at odds with the instincts of 
so many of the rank and file of party workers 
and voters, many are asking: can the party 
survive? Well, it is a question of what one 
means by survival. I can see some kind of 
political organisation bearing the name of 
the Conservative Party tottering on for 
another fifty years, if not more — that is 
unless a name-change is one of the many 
alterations of imagery now being planned 
along with several others, some of which we 
shall be seeing at the coming party confer- 
ence. But as to whether the party will ever 
recover its place as a force in British politics, 
let alone one offering anything distinctive 
by comparison with Labour and the Liberal 
Democrats, that is something open to 
extreme doubt. 

Mr. Strudwick has correctly gauged that 
the vast majority of readers of Spearhead 
hope that the Tories will never again 
become a party of government. We hope for 
more than that: we hope that the Tory Party 
will go into virtual political oblivion, except 
in the purely skeletal form that I have 
mentioned. What Britain needs in the 21st 
century is a complete regrouping of political 
forces which will reflect the crucial conflicts 
of the new age: nationalism versus inter- 
nationalism; racial integrity versus racial 
chaos; national sovereignty versus foreign 
rule; authority versus anarchy; order versus 
liberalism; direction versus drift; defence 
versus surrender; tradition and identity 
versus rootlessness; art versus anti-art; man- 
hood and womanhood versus unisex; resur- 
gence versus degeneration; national health 
and life versus national decay and death. 
Besides these issues, the debating points 
that mark the proceedings in our present 
parliament, and the ridiculous custard-pie 
battles between the parties of the day, are 
mere trivia. 

What then will become of those in the 
Conservative Party who still cling to some 
vestiges of the old faith that the present 
mandarins have abandoned? What will they 
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do, those who, like Peter Strudwick, seek a 
form of British Nationalism that can act as 
the unifying and galvanising force so 
lamentably lacking in the party in which 
they now reside? In examining these 
questions we will find ourselves facing 
tremendous opportunities and, at the same 
time, tremendous dangers. 


New Tory party? 


A short time ago, some newspaper 
reports carried rumours of disenchanted 
Tories talking about forming a new political 
party. Of course, disenchanted Tories have 
been around for a long time. They surfaced 
and harrumphed for a while when Enoch 
Powell was dismissed from Heath’s Shadow 
Cabinet in 1968. With every subsequent 
lurch to the left in party policy, they have 
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His Tory supporters did not put up much 
of a fight in his defence 


made speeches at conference fringe 
meetings and sent disgruntled pamphlets 
around the country. But of real action we 
have seen and heard nothing from them. As 
James Thurgood remarked in these pages 
last month:- 


“They may well have been muttering 

dissent under their breath. They may 

even have sent the odd irate letter to the 

Daily Telegraph or to Central Office. 

They may have cursed the party hier- 

archy after a few G&Ts at the bar of their 

local constituency club. 

“But that is a// they will have done, 

otherwise we would have heard about 

it... 

But in those days gone by there was a 
difference. The fortunes of the Conservative 
party, politically speaking, were far from 
unhappy. Either they were in power — which 
they were for 18 years between 1979 and 
1997 — or, if in opposition, they enjoyed the 
reasonable prospect of power before too 
long. The party was financially sound. Jobs 
were in the offing aplenty for bright young 
things with careers in mind. Those who 
might have led a meaningful rebellion had 
parliamentary seats and salaries to stifle 
their dissident ardour. Those yet to get seats 
could look forward to the prospect of them 
soon if they remained good boys and girls. 
The Tory Party was still a gravy train in 
which there were many incentives to remain 
on board. 

And of political life outside what was 
there? Small parties of the so-called ‘far 
right’ were still in the electoral wilderness, 
picking up protest votes here and there 
which only rarely approached the threshold 
for deposit-retention. Such parties did not 
even boast one single councillor between 
them. Those parties only ever attracted two 
types of member: patriotic idealists with not 
the slightest thought for personal political 
profit (the majority); and social inadequates, 
marginal characters and pure bums who 
could find no niche anywhere else in life (a 
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minority). 

Two things have changed the picture, 
and changed it fundamentally, since those 
days. The rot in Conservatism has gone far 
deeper than even the greatest pessimists of 
the 1970s and 1980s would ever have 
predicted. Fewer and fewer today see any 
future for the party. Its average membership 
age is in the pension category. Its financial 
health is in steep decline, and its powers of 
patronage have slumped accordingly. Its 
electoral fortunes have failed to register any 
significant rise as a result of Labour’s 
unpopularity. Its leadership is a joke, but the 
calibre of alternatives offers no hint of any 
return to seriousness. 


National rot starting to bite 


At the same time, the rot in Britain itself, 
following a parallel path, has begun to bite 
in a real way in the lives of increasing 
millions. Public apathy, still far greater than 
it should be, has nevertheless registered a 
significant reduction. There are more and 
more angry people around. Voters are 


ones as well! The quality of life everywhere 
is reaching rock-bottom. Vast numbers are 
emigrating. There seems no future at all in 
Britain unless something changes — radic- 
ally, drastically, even ‘extremely’. 

Signs of this began back in 1993, when 
the BNP got a councillor elected in East 
London’s Millwall. Alarm bells rang in the 
citadels of power and corruption. Counter- 
measures were immediately discussed and 
blueprints for them drawn up. But there was 
a reprieve, albeit only a short-term one. The 
establishment drew Tony Blair out of its hat 
as a conjurer would draw a white rabbit. A 
plastic figure wrapped up in all the imagery 
of a pop star, and marketed with the full 
force of media razzamatazz, permitted a 
diversion from national woes for a time. 
‘New Labour’, the masses were told, would 
be different from ‘Old Labour’ — which 
turned out to be true because New Labour 
would be many times worse! This reality 
took a bit of time to filter through to the 
public consciousness, but over the past 
couple of years it has begun to do so with a 
vengeance by way of riots and mayhem in 
northern cities, combined with increasing 
breakdown in essential public services — all 
this aggravated further by ‘Tony’s War’, in 


The BNP has opposed national treason actively — on the streets, whereas right-wing 

Tories have seldom done more than mutter about it in closed meetings and in bars. 

Here a group of BNP activists is seen demonstrating against a pro-IRA march in 
Glasgow. 


becoming noticeably less sheepish, and 
more than a tiny number have begun to 
think the unthinkable: that a vote for a 
‘fringe’ party might not be such a bad idea 
after all; that maybe these organisations of 
the ‘far right’ are not quite as bad as the 
media would have them to be; that, anyway, 
things had reached the point in the country 
at which the voter has nothing to lose. The 
asylum-seekers are to be seen on almost 
every urban street — and a good few rural 


Page 10 


which few except paid media hacks can see 
the slightest point. All these factors have 
built up to a revived preparedness of the 
public to listen to the so-called ‘extremists’. 
Completely sidelined by Blair, and more 
lately suffocated by their own impotence, 
the Tories now drift yet further into political 
irrelevancy while the public-spirited in 
Britain look for other solutions. This 
scenario of national affairs, combined with 
energetic work at constituency and ward 


level, has resulted in the election of three 
BNP councillors and cast our party onto 
centre-stage. Thousands of pairs of eyes in 
the mainstream parties, but particularly 
among the frustrated Tories, are now 
focused on its progress, and in thousands of 
minds the thought is beginning to form: 
should we take the plunge and go BNP? 


Downside 


But there is a downside to this very 
welcome development. 

Many a small-time political careerist and 
self-seeker, having sensed barren pastures in 
our quarters for so long, has been sniffing at 
the edges to detect new opportunities. 
Perhaps the BNP, or something like it, may 
be the future bandwagon after all. This 
process started after Millwall; it slowed for 
a while; now it has accelerated after the 
results in Burnley this year. More and more 
Tories, seeing their own ship headed for the 
rocks, are wondering whether the BNP 
offers a political lifeboat. 

The BNP, in its turn, cannot afford not 
to welcome these people should they wish 
to come aboard. To return to James 
Thurgood again:- 

“No one will seriously dispute that the 

British National Party, if it is to grow and 

become a major force in British politics, 

must win over many people from the 

ranks both of the politically non-aligned 

and of the current supporters of the main- 

stream parties. This truth is so obvious as 

hardly to need stating; the simplest laws 

of political mathematics dictate it.” 


But the terms on which these people join 
forces with us are of crucial importance. 
Will they enter the BNP in acknowledg- 
ement of its lead, and assist it in the crusade 
for those policies it has stood by from the 
beginning? That would most certainly be 
the right and honourable thing to do: con- 
sistently over the years, our stands on the 
great issues have been proved right and 
those of the Tories wrong; furthermore, 
those who laboured and struggled to build 
the BNP were first in the fight; they joined 
battle, in the most full-blooded way, with 
the powers of treason and betrayal, while 
dissident Tories and other so-called ‘protest 
groups’ in the mainstream parties merely 
chattered and sulked. This is not to con- 
demn the latter’s motives; they may quite 
honestly have believed that it was the best 
and only thing they could do. But the fact is 
that they were mistaken, and their mistake 
should be acknowledged, not glossed over. 

Or will these people prefer not to take 
this honourable course? Will they, instead, 
opt to exploit the pioneering work done by 
BNP activists over two decades, take advan- 
tage of the changes in public opinion our 
party has done so much to bring about, and 
attempt to harness to their own purposes the 
party apparatus we have sweated and sacrif- 
iced to build, while ditching and excomm- 


unicating the principal builders? Then will 
they come forward — they who have mainly 
lain low in their foxholes while Britain was 
being sold out — and pronounce themselves 
the saviours of the nation and the originators 
of those very policies for salvation that they 
will have pirated and plagiarised from us? 

This a gloomy and distasteful scenario, 
and I am not by general habit a prophet of 
gloom. But I believe that we should under- 
stand such a scenario to be possible, given 
the more ignoble traits of human nature, and 
that we should be on our guard to see that it 
does not happen. To be forewarned is to be 
forearmed! 


Talk of a split 


One of the things that I have endeav- 
oured to do over the past few years is build 
up an internal intelligence network, whereby 
I become aware of developments in our 
party that are important to know about but 
which do not appear on the surface. Some- 
times tit-bits of information, seemingly 
small and insignificant, can contain dyna- 
mite in their implications. In assessing them, 
one can indeed run the risk of paranoia, of 
reading dangerous and sinister designs into 
innocent remarks and gestures, but that is a 
better course than to ignore them and later 
to regret it. 

One such tit-bit came to my notice quite 
recently. At a drinks session following a 
party conference in one of the BNP’s 
regions a participant was heard to say that 
there would be a split in the party within the 
next two years. It was said with an air of 
confidence, even cockiness — as if the 
bringer of these tidings was relishing telling 
those around him: “I know something you 
don’t know!” 

The very contemplation of a split in the 
BNP — which we have striven successfully 
to prevent since the party’s launch in 1982, 
and which avoidance has enabled us to 
survive and prosper while rival nationalist 
groups have disintegrated and gone into 
oblivion — should be a matter for the gravest 
alarm. Yet the manner in which this predict- 
ion was made — at least as it sounded to 
those within earshot — was one of levity, 
almost of triumph, suggestive of a preview 
conveying optimism and cheerfulness — a 
positive step forward, maybe! 

I put this together with a piece of chat 
that had been passed on to me from another 
part of the country, where the conveyor had 
spoken of negotiations with ‘right-wing 
Tories’ out of which big and important 
developments were expected. So what big 
and important developments could these be? 
Would they involve said right-wing Tories 
deserting the Conservative Party and joining 
the BNP? Provided that their intention was 
to work for the promotion of BNP policies 
and not to use the BNP for the promotion of 
Tory policies, that would be very good news 
indeed. But that did not answer the question 


of what was meant by the other member’s 
statement that we were going to have a split. 
In what way does an influx of former Tories 
into the BNP constitute a split? A split in 
the Tory Party it might well be, and that 
would be welcomed. But a split in the BNP 
— No! Could it be that there was no connect- 
ion between these two pieces of gossip, 
picked up on two separate occasions at 
locations far apart? We can only hope so. In 
that case we should focus solely on the 
prediction of the split, and not link it with 
other talk. 

Just how could such a split occur? Party 
splits normally take place when one faction 
not in control of a party decides no longer to 
accept the leadership and policies of the 
controlling faction, breaks away and forms a 
new and separate party of its own. This did 
happen in 2001 when a dissident group in 
the BNP broke away and formed the 
Freedom Party, but it took such a small 
portion of the original party with it that that 
development could hardly be called a split 
in meaningful terms. 

A split of a very different kind occurred 
in the National Front in 1995. Then the 
NF’s leader of the time called for a break 
with the past through the adoption of an 
entirely new name, the ‘National Demo- 
crats’, which he thereupon proceeded to put 
into operation. Some supported him in this 
move, some did not. The party was split 
right down the middle between those who 
approved the changed nomenclature and 
those who stood by the old name of 
‘National Front’. The split has persisted to 
this day, and neither faction — the name- 
changers nor the name-preservers — has ever 
got anywhere. The new name, adopted out 
of a theory that the party’s image would 
improve as a result, brought no benefit 
whatsoever but only fostered greater 
division between nationalists, while the 
agents of the political establishment (MI5 
perhaps?), who very probably had a finger 
in the business, will have smiled with great 
satisfaction. 


State infiltration 

Mention of such bodies as MIS is 
pertinent here. I have long been aware that 
the BNP has been penetrated — perhaps 
quite heavily — by the agents of this govern- 
ment security service. I believe that the 
process began in the early 1990s, and this is 
acknowledged in the book Defending the 
Realm, by Mark Hollingsworth and Nick 
Fielding (Andre Deutsch, 1999), where the 
authors say:- 


“Based on their stated aim to undermine 
parliamentary democracy (sic), the far 
right were also targeted. In the late 1970s 
the National Front was seen as the major 
threat... More recently, as the National 
Front declined into a mere rump, the 
British National Party (BNP) has been 
seen as more dangerous. By the early 


1990s MIS had successfully recruited or 
turned several agents inside the BNP, 
although they also retained some active 
agents inside the National Front.” 


These facts are not stated in order to 
score points in any leadership argument. 
The process began, as will be seen, when I 
was BNP leader. It is bound to occur under 
whatever leadership. The essential thing is 
not to keep the infiltrator out — for that is 
impossible — but to ensure that he (and it is 
usually a ‘he’) is unable to fulfil his agenda. 

These agents of the government security 
services, of which in Britain MI5 is the most 
important, can be recruited in two ways. 
The first and most obvious way is that they 
join the service as full-time operatives. To 
do this they require to be of above-average 
educational background, submit to exten- 
sive vetting and establish that they have no 
‘skeletons’ in their cupboard which might 
be used in manipulating them and under- 
mining their loyalty to the service. Their 
political orientation is most often middle-of- 
the-road Tory but they can be Labour supp- 
orters. In no way would they be allowed to 
have, or to have had, connections with 
so-called ‘extreme’ organisations of the left 
or right. These people are then instructed to 
join the targeted organisation with the 
deliberate intention, from the very begin- 
ning, of subverting it from the inside. 


‘Turning’ nationalists 

The other form of recruitment consists 
of ‘turning’. By this process, people who 
might have joined the targeted organisations 
in the first place for quite genuine reasons 
are persuaded to abandon their loyalties and 
work against those organisations. Agents 
who have been ‘turned’ might be regarded 
as auxiliaries. They are not usually full-time 
workers for the security service but continue 
in other occupations and serve their masters 
in their spare time. They are usually paid as 
police ‘snouts’ are paid: in return for spec- 
ific tasks undertaken. They may, however, 
become hirelings in return for a regular 
retainer. 

“Turncoats’, as we might call them for 
the purposes of this study, may switch 
allegiance for a variety of reasons. They 
often claim ‘disillusionment’, but the 
disillusionment mostly results from some- 
thing that affects them personally rather 
than any genuine stab of conscience over 
what they have been fighting for. Some- 
times their services are obtained by moral 
blackmail, the most common of which are - 
threat of exposure of certain personal 
peccadillos or threat of imprisonment for a 
known breach of the law. Almost always, 
money is offered as an inducement — at 
times the sole inducement, at other times a 
supplementary one. Finally, there can be 
cases where a member of an organisation 
feels himself to be a ‘nobody’ leading a dull 
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TORIES AND THE B.N.P.: 


TIME TO BE ON OUR GUARD 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


and purposeless life and is attracted by the 
thrill of feeling ‘important’ acting as a secret 
agent in something of a Walter Mitty 
manner. 

But the motives of these people are, in 
the context of this article, mere details. What 
is much more to the 
point is the nature of 
their work and their 
objectives. Here there 
is a great deal of mis- 
understanding. 

It is never the 
primary task of the 
government agent to 
pass on information 
to his paymasters. 
This is undoubtedly 
done, but for most of 
the time we have no 
reason to fear it 
because our party 
operates entirely 
within the law and we 
have nothing to hide. 
There sometimes is 
sensitive information 
which does not con- 
cern anything in the 
way of illegality but 
which it is undesir- 
able to have disclosed 
to our enemies 
(including the government), but in a soundly 
structured party this is not information 
which an agent would find it easy to 
acquire. 


Causing division 

By far the most important role of a 
government or any other hostile agent/infil- 
trator is to act as a fomenter of disruption 
and division. It is my opinion that in almost 
all the major splits in nationalism that have 
occurred over the past 40-odd years enemy 
agents, usually government ones, have 
played a major role — indeed so much so that 
the splits, albeit that they no doubt also had 
their causes in human factors, would not 
have occurred without them. That is to say 
that the human factors alone, whilst causing 
tension, could have been ironed out by 
discussion and mutual give and take; it was 
the factor of infiltration by hostile forces 
which made the difference between mere 
internal tensions and outright splits. 

And we must never lose sight of the fact 
that the primary aim of government security 
agencies in this country, as in many others, 
is to neutralise nationalist movements by 
splitting them and rendering them politically 
impotent. 

Where the BNP is concerned, I am in no 
doubt that the strategy of the political estab- 
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lishment (and here it is a mere detail 
whether the government of the day is 
Labour or Tory) aimed at neutralising our 
party got into gear in earnest after our 
Millwall victory of 1993. In some later 
article it would be a good idea to examine 
the operations of that strategy step-by-step 
as they unfolded in the following years. 
Here, however, the important purpose is to 


More immigrants on the way. In the face of this invasion the voice of the Tory Right has 
been almost mute. Are these people going to form the backbone of a movement of 
national salvation? 


examine future contingencies of disruption 
against which we need to be on our guard. 
To a great extent, we must here rely on 
sensibly thought-out hypotheses rather than 
facts for which, at this stage, conclusive 
proof cannot be offered. 

Looking at things from where I stand in 
October 2002, the hypothesis which I think 
we need to take most seriously is a possible 
attempt to cause a massive rift in our party 
by exploiting the increasing political 
common ground between the BNP itself and 
dissident elements within the Conservative 
Party. If this common ground is to be ex- 
ploited by our party for beneficial purposes, 
it must be by a strategy of inducing dissid- 
ent Tories (as well as dissident Labourites 
and Liberal Democrats) to join the BNP on 
its (the BNP’s) terms and using their talents 
— of which undoubtedly there will be many 
—to build up our party. However, what we 
need to guard carefully against is the 
possibility that that same common ground 
might be exploited, not for the purpose of 
building up the BNP by such recruitment, 
but of splitting the BNP by the creation of 
some entirely new and different political 
formation, no doubt made attractive by the 
appearance of ample money behind it, and 
calling upon our party members to transfer 
their allegiance and give the new group 
support. 


In this, the mentioned money factor 
could be crucial. The attraction of a political 
movement with which one is able to be 
largely, if not wholly, in sympathy can be 
multiplied where the possibility exists of 
employment within it and where the pros- 
pect of political careers can be made to 
seem much more alluring and immediate. 

We may therefore, in the not-so-distant 
| future, see the 
emergence from out 
of the ranks of those 
who like to pro- 
claim themselves 
‘true’ Conservatives 
a new political party 
which contains 
many of the trapp- 
ings and imagery of 
authentic national- 
ism and which, add- 
itionally, is blessed 
with resources of 
finance and man- 
agement skills with 
which the BNP as it 
is right now cannot 
compete. For those 
who would like to 
see faster progress, 
and particularly 
those attracted by 
the prospect of jobs 
and careers, this 
could be presented 
as an enticing phen- 
omenon. 

But should such a development occur, 
we should always remember certain vital 
truths, which we may present in the form of 
questions: Who would be behind such a 
new party? What is their record? Where 
have they been and what have they been 
doing while British Conservatism has 
degenerated into nothing more than a rich 
man’s version of leftist-liberalism? Where 
were they when Tory Governments signed, 
first, the Treaty of Rome and later the Treaty 
of Maastricht? What have they done — not 
just mutterd about but actually done — to 
oppose the Third World invasion of British 
shores? Where have their voices been heard 
as the Tory Party has succumbed progress- 
ively and inexorably to the onward rampage 
of political correctness? 


Opposition ineffectual 

Of course, these people will no doubt 
claim that they opposed all those develop- 
ments. But whether they opposed them is 
not the question we should be asking. The 
question we should be asking is: what did 
they do to oppose them effectively, loudly, 
passionately, uncompromisingly and in 
substantial force? For had this happened 
we would have heard of it and it might well 
have turned the tide the other way. It did not 
happen, we did not hear about it and it did 


not turn the tide the other way. 

None of this is to dispute that in the 
ranks of these Tory dissidents there are 
people of absolutely sincere patriotic convic- 
tions. I know a few of them personally, and 
in a number of cases this is undoubtedly so. 
I know also that in some other cases there 
are people whose motives in politics are 
egotism, ambition and greed. But that 
tendency is not exclusive among Tories. 
Such types are to be found everywhere. 

But the crucial matter upon which we 
must focus where these people are con- 
cerned is the matter of achievement. They 
utterly and lamentably failed, collectively, 
to prevent the degeneration and decline of 
their party. We must therefore cast the most 
serious doubts on their qualifications to lead 
any new party. I say ‘collectively’ with 
deliberation, for it is in this context that 
their record and calibre must be judged. No 
doubt there are isolated individuals among 
them of the very highest qualities who 
would have done more had they had coll- 
eagues of the ability and character to make 
rebellion effective. But as this did not 
happen their credentials, admirable though 
they may be, have yet to be demonstrated. 

We must ask, again speaking collect- 
ively: how can we expect people who were 
so ineffectual in preventing the rot in the 
Tory Party to be effectual in leading a new 
party? And will the process of building that 
new party not be racked by the same polit- 
ical ineptness, timidity, tendency to compro- 
mise and simple lack of fight that marked 
their failure to save Conservatism? And 
indeed, would their efforts in such a new 


party amount to anything more than an 
attempt to resurrect Conservatism rather 
than to promote nationalism — the national- 
ism which Mr. Strudwick has named as 
essential in the task of putting Britain to 
rights? 


Whence a BNP split? 


Here is where we return to the ominous 
prediction that there will be a split in the 
BNP. Will such a split be occasioned by an 
attempted merger with failed Tories, which 
will be bound in the process to incorporate 
at least some failed Tory policies? Will such 
a merger — as would seem inevitable — 
involve the dropping of the name of our 
party which it has taken years of work by 
sterling activists to make a household name 
in Britain? 

And not least, can we not expect that 
such a development would occur under the 
benign gaze of the government security 
services, who doubtless would have their 
agents there in a frenzy of activity ‘selling’ 
everyone on the idea? 

All this, as I have admitted, is hypo- 
thesis. It may not happen. If it does not, and 
my hypothesis is proved to be nothing more 
than paranoid fantasy, no one will be more 
delighted than I. 

But we should never lose sight of the 
essential name of the game. The name of 
the game is the smashing of the BNP. 
Whether this occurs by splintering, by 
takeover, by neutralisation or — as seems 
least likely of all — by legal prohibition, this 
is what our enemies — in government, in the 


opposing parties, on the far left and in the 
state security services — are resolved to 
achieve. 

They have not even been secretive about 
it. They have openly said: “There is no 
place in this country for the British National 
Party and other racists.” One spokesman for 
Scotland Yard and MIS was even more 
explicit, saying in February 1999 of the 
BNP and other nationalist groups: “We plan 
to close down these organisations by using 
every administrative device available to us.” 
Here the word ‘every’ should be given a 
very wide interpretation. 

In this article I have been on a bit of a 
round trip, so some recapitulation might be 
in order. I have looked first at the state of 
British Toryism, then at the prospect of 
Tory recruits to the nationalist cause, then at 
the danger of this prospect being turned on 
its head by way of Tories using nationalists 
for their own ends. I have examined the 
possibility of Tories trying to split the BNP 
by the creation of a rival political group 
able to offer numerous tempting entice- 
ments to its members, and particularly to its 
leading activists. Finally, I have given some 
consideration to the role of government 
security services in all this wheeler-dealing 
and intrigue. 

I have acknowledged that these things 
may not happen. But there is no harm at all 
in our being aware of the danger of them 
happening, so that contingencies may be 
pondered over and discussed. To repeat 
again a phrase which I have used earlier, to 
be forewarned is to be forearmed! 


ONE of the latest wheezes the Government 
has come up with to cope with public pressure 
over immigrants is to offer Afghan asylum- 
seekers money to go home. The Home Office 
has announced that individuals will be paid 
£600 each and families up to £2,500. No one 
has explained why offers of this kind, which 
amount to really big money in Afghanistan, 
will not encourage more and more of such 
immigrants to come here because, even after 
paying their fares, they would still be left with 
a tidy profit at the end of it all. 


* * * 


COVENTRY Council, meanwhile, has ann- 
ounced plans to provide free driving lessons to 
around 2,000 refugees, including Afghans, 
Kosovans and Iranians. The scheme, which is 
estimated to cost £50,000 of taxpayers’ money, 
has been defended on the grounds that it will 
make the city’s streets safer because many of the 
refugees drive illegally, with no licence, tax or 
insurance. Coventry natives, who have to pay for 
lessons, are reported to be less than pleased. 

* * * 


LOTTERY chiefs have spent £100,000 on 
demanding better rights for disabled asylum- 
seekers, it was announced last month. The cash 
went on a report by academics attacking the 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


Government over the treatment of disabled 
refugees and demanding ‘equality training’ for 
social workers. 

Which means, presumably, that social 
services catering for such people should treat the 
refugees no differently than British folk who 
have paid their contributions over many years! 

*x* * * 


EDUCATION has reached a point at which 
many Britons know next to nothing about 
their own country. 

A test was recently conducted to find out 
whether people living in London or the South 
East knew where cities north of them were 
located. Some put Birmingham in the Lake 
District. Only one in six had a clue where 
Glasgow was and one in three had no idea 
that Hull was a port. 


ae ae 


EDEN STRANG, the black man who went 
berserk with a samurai sword and slashed 11 
people in a South London church in 1999, is 
shortly to be released on the grounds that he is a 
‘low risk’ to the public. 
Oe OX 
A GRANDMOTHER in Sussex ’phoned an 


advert to Friday Ad paper in which she asked for 
a “quiet person’ as a tenant in her house. The 


paper’s employee at the other end of the line did 

not hear her properly and thought she had said 

‘white person’. Within hours of the advert 

appearing she was deluged with hateful and 

threatening calls from people screaming ‘racist’. 
* * 


CLERGYMEN in Gloucestershire have told 
people not to donate baked beans at harvest 
festival time as asylum-seekers don’t like 
them. Whether British people do or not 
apparently does not matter. 

* * * 


AN epilespy sufferer in Balbeggie, Perthshire, 
has been ordered to pay £3,500 in compensation 
to a woman who was upset by his contorted face 
during a seizure. 

The court at Perth told Edwin Young he must 
hand over the money to Yvonne Rennie, who 
claimed she suffered post-traumatic stress after 
she had witnessed Mr. Young’s expression at the 
time of the attack. 

* *k * 


LABOUR-held Camden Council in North 
London has stripped its town hall of portraits of 
former local government elders because they 
have been deemed ‘too white’. 

Around 40 paintings, dating back to the 
1800s, of former mayors, aldermen and town 
clerks have been removed because it was said 
they no longer reflected the “modern and diverse 
community” in the borough. They may be 
replaced by pictures of influential black figures. 
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Make no mistake about it, the Bush-Blair 
war against Iraq is coming. 

It is no matter that the vast majority of 
the British public are opposed to such a 
conflict. The ordinary man on the bus or in 
the pub may say: “This country’s going to 
the dogs and they go to war miles away to 
put up the price of petrol.” The plain man’s 
good sense is no match for the immense 
power of both the Israel lobby and the 
American oil millionaires, and the cabal led 
by Wolfowitz and Perle will have its way. 

The propagandists have been working 
overtime trying to link the Islamic Funda- 
mentalists of al Qaida with Iraq. But in fact 
Iraq is a secular country, with a substantial 
Christian minority. Its record towards that 
minority compares very favourably to that 
of Israel, where burnings of New Testaments 
have been carried out under semi-official 
auspices. So much for Bush's ‘crusade’! 

As in Serbia, British and American 
bombing raids on Iraq have already them- 
selves been responsible for the destruction 
of some of the oldest churches around any- 
where — Chaldean buildings dating back to 
the seventh century. Do we perhaps detect 
an anti-Christian current to the New World 
Order? 

Even if Iraq had nothing to do with 
September 11th, that event has still been 
used as a convenient casus belli to enable 
the US to contemplate attacking virtually 
any country on earth. 

But given the Israel-First attitudes of the 
US government, we can see that the WTC 
and Pentagon attacks were tragically inevit- 
able as well as utterly predictable. Indeed “a 
cataclysmic attack on our own soil” was pre- 
dicted by Pat Buchanan in a article printed in 
this very magazine in March 2000. 

But, like the Bourbons in the early nine- 
teenth century, the US Government, it 
would seem, has learned nothing from the 
events of September 11th. The best comm- 
emoration the victims could hope to have 
would be an end to the US support of Israel 
and an end to pointless and bloody Amer- 
ican interventions around the world. Despite 
this fact, numerous mawkish and grandiose 
memorial events took place on the first 
anniversary of the New York and Washing- 
ton attacks. 


‘ONE GREAT PORT’ 

In Liverpool two giant light beams were 
shone into the sky at the waterfront. The 
Mayor, Jack Spriggs, waffled on about this 
light show being “the tribute from one great 
port to another.” Well, one can only assume 
that Councillor Spriggs has been kept in 
suspended animation for a good many 
years, since Liverpool hasn’t been a great 
port in any meaningful sense since around 
1954! During my youth | was very puzzled 
by the sight of such a large river as the 
Mersey with so few ships present in and 
around the docks. 

And who or what, pray, caused the 
transformation of a great trading and indus- 
trial city into a largely eviscerated carcass 
dependent on such ludicrous chimera as 
‘tourist initiatives’ and EU grants? 

Was it Osama bin Laden or Saddam 
Hussein, perhaps? No way! Whilst assign- 
ing blame for rampant decay is always 
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invidious, any reasonable person can under- 
stand that the major responsibility for the 
downfall of Liverpool — and many other 
British cities — must lie with the mega- 
money manipulators of New York and their 
lackeys in this country. 

While officialdom and media go over- 


WAR WITH IRAQ, 
SEPTEMBER 11th 
AND BRITAIN 


board commemorating 3,000 bankers and 
ancillary workers killed in the WTC, the 
deaths of the 30,000 of our own pensioners 
who perish unnecessarily every year due to 
cold are ignored. The great Chinese philo- 
sopher Confucius once asked: “Is there any 
difference between killing a person with a 
weapon and killing them with a system of 


IAN BUCKLEY 
makes nonsense 


of Bush’s and 
Blair’s excuses 


government?” This statement should always 
be borne in mind when considering ‘atro- 
cities’: we have the obvious eruptions of 
violence but these are often balanced by the 


BLAIR 
Determined to have his war, he doesn’t give 
a damn what ordinary people think. 


silent, ignored barbarities imposed on us by 
the corrupt agents of globalism. 

Those, from Tony Blair downwards (or 
upwards) who took part in the 11th Sept- 
ember commemorations — a veritable holy 
day of the New World Order - will always 
disregard those unfortunates who are 


“killed by a system of government.” Mis- 
guided Liverpool councillors may project 
giant beams in the sky in memory of the 
WTC attacks, but they seem to pay much 
less attention to their own people, who 
endure one of the highest rates of pre- 
mature death in Britain due to poverty, bad 
living conditions and corroding despair. If 
only they were asylum-seekers, New Labour 
would be up in arms! 

Instead of essentially decent figures like 
Bob Blatchford, Keir Hardie and John Burns, 
today Labour is dominated by careerists in 
the pocket of privatisation moguls and the 
Middle-East bomb lobby. You have been 
weighed in the balance and found wanting, 
gentlemen. Perhaps a nation that puts up 
with, and even encourages, such figures 
deserves its fate! 


TRUTH ABOUT IRAQ 


One is wearied by the repetition, but 
let’s just point out yet again that Iraq is just 
a medium-sized Arab country, which was 
once reasonably friendly towards Britain. It 
has only minor military resources when 
compared to Israel, let alone the United 
States. Until ghouls like Madeleine Albright 
got to work on it, Iraq was, nevertheless, a 
moderately prosperous and advancing 
nation, with growing industry and good 
educational levels. But perhaps the Israelis 
cannot stand the sight of Arabs who are not 
riding on scrawny camels or working 15 
hours a day with wooden hoes! 

One woman, Dr. Margaret Jones, who 
was recently jailed for painting ‘What have 
the Iraqis ever done to us?’ on the Foreign 
Office in Whitehall put it well when she made 
this statement before her imprisonment:- 


“In a few weeks, or months, the United 
States will again launch all-out war 
against Iraq — against a society that has 
been knocked to its knees, and whose 
people are only slowly rebuilding normal 
lives in spite of us and the United States. 
No doubt, the British government will be 
dragged along to play its part in justifying 
the slaughter. The puppet governments 
set up in Europe after Nazi occupation 
had more honour than this. 

“When will we all stand up and say, 
‘Enough! Not in our name. This terrorism 
has got to stop!’ ” 


When indeed? It is gratifying that Dr. 
Jones doesn’t make the exact comparison 
between the New Labour puppets and 
Vichy. After all, wasn’t Marshal Petain just 
a patriot who did his very best for his 
country in a difficult time, and received the 
reward of a life sentence for his pains? 

Forget Iraq, Afghanistan, Korea or wher- 
ever — anyone with an ounce of sense can 
see that US-Israel is the real ‘Axis of Evil’. 
Their joint record of bloodshed and mayhem 
across the globe proves this beyond doubt. 

America today has one in 32 of its 
citizens in jail, hardly the model for ordered 
and well-functioning society. Not only the 
world but its own citizens need eman- 
cipation from this over-mighty and trouble- 
some state. As Louis Beam commented 
following the anti-globalisation demonstrat- 
ions in Seattle: “The new politics of 
America is liberty from the NWO Police 
State and nothing more.” 


THE volume of pious gas issuing 
from the recent so-called ‘Earth 
Summit’ at Johannesburg polluted 
the intellectual climate too much 
for any sensible debate of the real 
issues. With thousands of Third 
World delegates attending, it was 
entirely predictable that the only 
consensus would be that the gap 
between rich and poor countries 
must be closed by siphoning 
resources from one to the other. 
In short, it’s back to the old 
Marxist agenda: the redistribut- 
ion of wealth from the high 
achievers to the low achievers. 

The brutal reality today is that 
most Third World countries are 
grossly over-populated and are 
seeking western aid on a ‘we-breed- 
*em-you-feed-’em’ basis. All the 
waffle about ‘sustainable develop- 
ment’ in those countries is merely 
wind in the sails of the millions of 
would-be immigrants now conver- 
ging on western societies. It ought 
to be plain enough by now that the 
‘if-you can’t-beat- ’em,-join-em’ 
attitude is the most attractive option 
for ‘deprived’ populations every- 
where, goggling at television images 
of otherwise unattainable western 
luxuries. Meanwhile, like polite 
conversation that studiously ignores 
the elephant in the middle of the 
drawing room, ‘summit’ declarat- 
ions contrive to avoid mentioning 
that the planet cannot sustain its 
present population, let alone a 
projected three-billion growth rate 
this century. And so we are supposed 
to deplore the fact that the Third 
World has a far higher death rate 
than elsewhere. 


What about birth control? 


But to paraphrase a grizzled 
Rhodesian of my acquaintance, 
when the natives stop fornicating 
themselves into a famine we can 
start talking about domestic econ- 
omy. Birth-control is the central and 
overriding need in the Third World 
(a fact even communist China has 
been obliged to recognise); and 
failure to face up to this cancels out 
everything else on the ‘Earth 
Summit’ agenda. The least-educated 
householder knows perfectly well 
that on a relatively fixed income, let 
alone a precarious one, larger famil- 
ies become poorer families. 

Some fifty-odd years ago, a 
panel of experts was reported as 
saying that our own country could 
not support a population much in 
excess of thirty-five million and still 
meet its socio-economic targets. The 
increase in car-ownership alone 


would rapidly prove self-defeating 
for urban populations; property 
prices would escalate beyond the 
reach of more and more people; and 
the education, health and social 


SUMMIT OR SWAMP: 


ises the hazards attending a world 
where demand for the bare 
necessities is exceeding supply. 
Likewise, the German expression 
Erst das Essen, denn die Morale — 


‘Gimme, gimme, gimme’ was the 

Third World chorus at the recent 

Johannesburg jamboree. FRANK 
KIMBAL JOHNSON comments. 


services would be unable to meet 
public demands. And still, fifty 
years later, we have a government 
and official opposition accepting 
over a hundred thousand immig- 
rants a year while promising 
improved living conditions on the 
back of the latest budget and 
Queen’s Speech. 

More and more in pursuit of 
less and less of the untrampled 
world can only result in universal 
squalor. Accordingly, all the self- 
righteous tin-rattling of Oxfam and 
allied agencies is calculated to 
magnify the disparity between 
supply and demand which it affects 
to be ameliorating. 

The bleeding-heart liberals will 
naturally express outrage at this 
aspersion on their professed philan- 
thropy; and, as the psychiatrists 
might say, there’s little hope so long 
as they remain ‘in denial’. But 
there’s an old Bedouin saying that, 
in the desert, water is thicker than 
blood; and this ominously summar- 


meaning that we need to eat before 
we start philosophising — is a pithy 
reminder that economic reality must 
take precedence over liberal philan- 
thropy. 

So it should be clear by now 
that all we were ever likely to get 
from this ‘Earth Summit’ was a 
Third World chorus of condem- 
nation directed at western societies 
for being so much better developed, 
plus the usual demands for cancell- 
ation of Third World debts and for 
increased western aid. Our own 
politicians dutifully donned their 
sackcloth and ashes throughout the 
proceedings and returned to our 
mass media with the usual mind- 
numbing homilies and the ‘we-are- 
all-guilty’ fatuities immortalised in 
the Daily Telegraph’s ‘Peter Simple’ 
column. 

Needless to say, you will not 
hear the banks or other financial 
institutions declaring their readiness 
to cancel domestic debts in this 
country when house prices deflate 


YOU OWE US A LIVING! 
South African President Thabo Mbeki is seen here speaking at the 
recent Johannesburg Summit Conference. He used the conference to 
slate western nations for not doing enough to rescue the Third World 
from the consequences of its own failures. 


well below mortgage commitments, 
or to deal with redundancy. Good 
gracious no; unlike the ‘disadvan- 
taged’ Third World, we British 
must be seen to behave responsibly, 
fulfil our obligations, live within 
our means, and pay the price of our 
own follies. And when the wells of 
our liberal hospitality have become 
hopelessly polluted or exhausted, 
why then — the most advantaged 
members of our political and 
business establishments will be 
taking the waters at luxurious resorts 
elsewhere, with occasional letters to 
The Times to protest at proletarian 
racism, flagellating an apathetic and 
cynical electorate and celebrating 
the global economy. 

On present evidence, optimism 
about the future of this planet and 
this country is about as sensible as 
insisting, in the middle of a desert, 
that your water-bottle is half full 
instead of half empty. 


Needs of white survival 


We are entering an era where 
the politics of racial and national 
survival must sweep aside all the 
pettifogging party political differ- 
ences and dominate the public 
consciousness just as much as in 
World War II. If our race and nation 
can survive and prosper, then — as 
history demonstrates — substantial 
benefits will accrue to the rest of the 
world; for it is a truism of economics 
that the poor cannot be helped by 
penalising and impoverishing the 
wealth-creators. Liberal democracy 
in the form we see around us today 
is a luxury this country cannot 
afford. It turns common sense on its 
head by importing Third World 
poverty and ignorance instead of 
exporting surplus resources and 
capabilities. Indeed, we now hear 
the Westminster coalition saying 
that the flood of Third World imm- 
igrants will benefit our country! 
What — even more than the countries 
they’re so desperate to leave behind? 
One might as well argue that the 
indigent squatters you discover in 
your home one day have a holy 
mission to enhance your life-style! 

We should, of course, play our 
part in protecting the natural world 
for everybody’s benefit, and observe 
the morality of taking no more out 
of this world than we are able and 
willing to put into it. That is as much 
a guiding principle for the ‘Earth 
Summit’ as it is for any household 
or individual. And if that amounts 
to ‘fascism’ in today’s climate, we 
can’t have too much of it! 
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Solzhenitsyn: the 
victory of integrity 


Solzhenitsyn: a Soul in Exile, by 
Joseph Pearce (Harper Collins, hc 
1999, pb 2000) 


IN September 1976 Solzhenitsyn settled in 
Cavendish, Vermont, USA, where he would 
spend eighteen years. On June 8th 1978 he 
delivered the commencement address at 
Harvard University, in which he condemned 
the Western world as being morally bank- 
rupt: “It is time, in the West, to defend not so 
much human rights as human obligat- 
ions.” He particularly attacked the mass 
media: “Hastiness and superficiality — these 
ate the psychic diseases of the Twentieth 
Century and more than anywhere else this is 
manifested in the press.” The media had 
become “the greatest power within the 
Western countries, exceeding that of the 
legislature, the executive and the judiciary.” 
Yet its power was deeply undemocratic: 
“According to what law has it been elected 
and to whom is it responsible?” 

On 9th December 1983 a revised and 
expanded version of August 1914 appeared in 
France and was described as the first volume 
in its author’s major lifework, a cycle of novels 


called The Red Wheel. 


Collapse of the USSR 


In April 1988 The Gulag Archipelago was 
published in Yugoslavia. During 1988 and 
1989 the hard-line communist regime in the 
USSR collapsed. In July 1989 the Soviet 
Writers’ Union restored Solzhenitsyn’s 
membership and urged the USSR Govern- 
ment to sanction Russian publication of The 
Gulag Archipelago. Fifteen years earlier this had 
been aptly described by George Kennan as 
“the most powerful single indict- 
ment of a political regime ever 
to be levelled in modern times.” 
Part of it was now published by 
Novy Mir in October. In 1990 
and 1991 the political order of 
the USSR finally collapsed after 
seventy-four years of commun- 
ism. 

Solzhenitsyn was now more 
and more focusing on Russian 
restoration. In January 1990 he 
announced his plan to write a 
specialised glossary of ancient 
Russian words and rare dialect 
as a means of defending the 
beauty and purity of the lang- 
uage against foreign intrusions. 
In 1990 he published the essay 
Rebuilding Russia. 
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In this manifesto Solzhenitsyn warned 
that the danger for the new Russia was of 
“the uncontrolled greed of unbridled mater- 
ialism’”. He castigated the loss of quality in 


PART TWO 


craftsmanship and the policies of planned 
obsolescence. These were “inherent in a 
decadent system hell-bent on permanent and 
ultimately unsustainable economic growth.” 
He also stressed the importance of private 
property for individual political independence. 
He supported state encouragement of small- 
scale private enterprises and the curbing of 
monopolies and unchecked concentrations of 
capital. 

In December he was awarded the Russian 
state literature prize for The Gulag Archipelago. 
In September 1991 the treason charges 
against him were revoked and he completed 
The Red Wheel. ‘Two years later he made his 
valedictory address to the West before the 
International Academy of Philosophy. In this 
he quoted Vladimir Solovyev’s view that 
“political activity must a priori be moral service, 
whereas politics motivated by the mere 
pursuit of interests lacks any Christian 
content.” The march of modern technology 
had caused a spiritual insecurity in mankind. 
So-called ‘progress’, with its “oceans of super- 
ficial information and cheap spectacles,” was 
leading to a shallow humanity devoid of 
understanding of the purpose of its existence. 


Return to Russia 


Solzhenitsyn returned to Russia on 27th 
May 1994. He soon found it necessary to 
attack the new corruption of the nation. In 


Pre... 


RETURNING TO THE HOMELAND 


Solzhenitsyn and his wife are seen here meeting President and Mrs. 


Putin. 


a 


NIGEL JACKSON 
reviews a 


biography of the 
great Russian 
writer 


1998 he published Russia in the Abyss in which 
he condemned the theft of national resources 
“under the guise of privatization.” Russia was 
losing its economic sovereignty and falling 
into the power of the multi-nationals. 
Meanwhile he was returning to the forms 
of the short story and prose poem. An 
important admirer, Dr Michael Nicholson of 
University College, Oxford, commented on 
the Russian’s “massive degree of integrity” 
and praised “the coherence of the fictional 
world he creates, the heroic dimensions of his 
life, his moral reputation.” Dr Nicholson 
added that “his readiness over the years to 
endure and even provoke unpopularity has 
lent his position an integrity which even 
adversaries have grudgingly acknowledged.” 
This testimony contrasts with widespread 
efforts in several countries during the last ten 
or fifteen years to denigrate Solzhenitsyn as 
‘irrelevant’, ‘old-fashioned’ and too austere. 


Interview with Pearce 

In 1998 Pearce travelled to Russia for a 
long personal interview with Solzhenitsyn and 
reports on this extensively in his final chapter. 
“Among educated people in the modern 
world,” Solzhenitsyn observed, “politics 
occupies far too great a proportion of time. 
All the periodicals, all the newspapers are 
saturated with politics, although many of the 
subjects they are discussing are very transient 
and short-term. Of course, everywhere in the 
world people do occupy themselves with 
higher themes, and not just writers, but they 
always have a narrow audience, sometimes 
even appear to be some strange group on the 
edge of things, peripheral.” . 

Solzhenitsyn saw the modern crisis, as 
have many, as a consequence 
flowing from the Renaissance 
break with mediaeval sacred 
civilization. “That which is 
called humanism, but which 
would be more correctly called 
irreligious anthropocentrism, 
cannot yield answers to the 
most essential questions of 
life... We have arrived at an 
intellectual chaos.” This was the 
result of the so-called “Enlight- 
enment’. 

An important contrast 
could be made between the 
Christianity of the Gospels and 
socialism, since the latter 
“cannot be implemented 
without the aid of coercion,” 
leading to “bureaucratic greed 


and corrup- tion,” while the former asks for 
justice to be achieved “through love and 
self-limitation.” Solzhenitsyn quoted the 
Pope as having warned that “the third 
totalitarianism is coming, the absolute power 
of money, the inhuman love of the accumu- 
lation of capital for its own sake.” 

The misuse of the law appeared to be 
another feature of modern life. “Current 
modernity boasts of the fact that everything 
is in accordance with ‘the law’... In truth, the 
legal measure, the juridical way of measuring, 
is lower than the ethical.” In biblical terms, 
such an obsession with legality could be 
described as pharisaism. 

Solzhenitsyn has come to identify himself 
very deeply with the traditional teachings and 
liturgies of the Russian Orthodox church; 
however, he is not foolishly rigid nor fanatical. 
“One cannot declare that only my faith is 
correct and all the other faiths are not... 
Every religion that exists on earth represents 
some face, some side of God.” 

Solzhenitsyn has always had a deep 
attraction to and love of femininity and 
womanly beauty. He commented that one of 
the /eitmotifs of Cancer Ward is the “correlation, 
the relationship, between the physical and 
spiritual facets of love,” but added that “love 
without the spiritual is not love.” Linked 
with this spiritual dimension is the character- 
isation of the female characters in the novel, 
who are developed with strength and sym- 
pathy but in an implicitly anti-feminist, 
although not anti-feminine, direction. “I do 
feel that feminism is anti-natural,” Solzhen- 
itsyn added, saying that it tended to spoil 
women’s natures and cause suffering to men. 

He also defended the value of maturity: 
“Growing old is not a path downwards, but a 
movement up.” 


Nationalism 


The area of discussion in which Pearce 
appears most notably to be seeking to avoid 
the stigma of political incorrectness is in his 
presentation of Solzhenitsyn’s clear prefer- 
ence for nationalism over internationalism. 

One Word of Truth, the Nobel lecture 
which takes its name from a traditional 
Russian proverb, contains important insights 
into nationalism. “Literature becomes the 
living memory of a nation. What has faded 
into history it thus keeps warm and preserves 
in a form that defies distortion and falsehood. 
Thus literature, together with language, pre- 
serves and protects a nation’s soul.” 

“Tt has become fashionable,” Solzhenit- 
syn wrote later in the lecture, “in recent times 
to talk of the levelling of nations, and of 
various peoples disappearing into the melting- 
pot of contemporary civilization. I disagree 
with this... The disappearance of whole 
nations would impoverish us no less than if 
all the people were to become identical, with 
the same character and the same face.” 

Solzhenitsyn defended “the inexhaustible 
strength and vitality of national feelings” in 


his above-mentioned essay in From the Rubble 
and opposed the concept of world govern- 
ment. Such a government would be imposs 
ible under democracy, “for, given universal 
franchise, when and where would an intell- 
ectual élite be elected to govern? Conse- 
quently, any world government would need 
to be imposed because it would never be 
elected.” 

In another essay in From the Rubbke, 
‘Repentance and Self-limitation’, Solzhenitsyn 
wrote: “As we understand it, patriotism 
means unqualified and unwavering love for 
the nation, which implies not uncritical 
eagerness to serve, not support for unjust 
claims, but frank assessment of its vices and 
sins, and penitence for them. We ought to get 
used to the idea that no people is eternally 
great or eternally noble... that the greatness 
of a people is to be sought... in the level of 
its nner development, in its breadth of soul.” 
And in Rebuilding Russia he quoted Solovyev’s 
maxim that “you must love all other peoples 
as you love your own.” The spirit of decen- 
tralization, moreover, “should go beyond the 
rights of small nations to be free from the 
yoke of internationalism or imperialism. It 
should extend to the rights of small commun- 
ities, and even families, to be free from the 
yoke of central state planning.” 

In Russia in the Abyss Solzhenitsyn stated 
that he believed that the process of globalis- 
ation was inevitable, but that it did not have 
to proceed, as currently appeared to be 
occurring, by full standardization of life on 
earth. “The other way would be a careful 
preservation of national differences and 
cultures, and not only of national peculiarities 
and characteristics, but those of civilization.” 


Attitude to race 


Pearce appears to approve these articulate 
defences of nationalism without qualification, 
so it is a rude shock to read on page 306 the 
following passage: “Solzhenitsyn has often 
been smeared by association with the extreme 
nationalists who have risen from the ashes of 
communism’s collapse. It is interesting, there- 
fore, that he rejects unequivocally any racial 
basis for nationhood: ‘Much in man is deter- 
mined not so much by his physical side or by 
blood but by the spirit... Russia covers large 
territories with different people mixed 
together. You cannot trace the blood... He 
who is Russian is so by spirit, is so by heart, 
by the direction of his loyalties and interests. 
So there is a spiritual unifying of people and 
not a blood-based one.’ ” 

The natural desire to live with one’s own 
kith and kin is ignored, as is the fact that the 
characteristics of nations within history have 
largely been determined by their homogeneity 
of race and ethnicity. One of the greatest 
injustices of modern times is the world-flood 
of propaganda confusing an authentic, 
natural and admirable Jove of one’s own folk with 
excesses of injustice connected with race and 
categorised under the shiftily vague term of 


‘racism’. Pearce, regrettably, has lined himself 
up with this propaganda, as other references 
in his biography also show. He can present 
Solzhenitsyn’s favourable character analysis 
of a devoted Soviet communist (Lev Rubin) 
without qualms; but anything connected with 
‘racism’ or nazism or fascism has to be 
shrugged off as unclean. 


The Jewish Question 

The other notable area of discourse 
within which Pearce seems to have deliber- 
ately fled from political incorrectness 
concerns Solzhenitsyn’s handling, throughout 
his life and work, of the Jewish question. 
Scattered through the biography are a few 
references to attacks on the great Russian as 
‘anti-semitic’; but these are rapidly passed 
over with a double assumption that, of 
course, anti-semitism is an awful thing but 
that, of course, Solzhenitsyn is not an anti- 
semite. 

It is a pity that Pearce makes no reference 
to the important Tze Magazine interview with 
Solzhenitsyn published on 24th July 1989. 
David Aikman asked: “Some critics have 
accused you of anti-semitism on the basis of 
your depiction of the terrorist Bogrov in 
August 1914, and one writer even used the 
words ‘a new Protocols of the Learned Elders of 
Zion to describe the book. What is your 
response to these accusations?” 

Solzhenitsyn replied: “I described Bogrov 
in the most realistic way, with every detail of 
his life, his family, his ideology and his 
behaviour. I recognized his brother’s inter- 
pretation of him as the most correct and 
convincing. In no way did I belittle the 
heroic impulse that moved him. I think that 
the application of the term ‘anti-semitic’ to 
August 1914 is an unscrupulous technique. I 
had earlier thought this was possible only in 
the Soviet Union... But what is really at issue 
here? The word ‘anti-semitism’ is often used 
thoughtlessly and carelessly, and its actual 
meaning becomes soft and squishy. I would 
propose the following definition: ‘anti-semit- 
ism’ is a prejudiced and unjust attitude 
toward the Jewish nation as a whole. If one 
accepts this definition, it becomes clear that 
not only is there no anti-semitism in August 
1914 but it would be impossible to have 
anti-semitism in any genuinely artistic work. 
No real artist could be prejudiced and unjust 
toward any entire nation without destroying 
the artistic integrity of his entire work... My 
novel has no generalisations about the Jewish 
nation in it... My duty was to describe things 
as they happened.” 

November 1916, the second volume of The 
Red Whee/ contains a very large number of 
references to Jews and Jewish issues, given 
from a variety of perspectives, thus leaving 
no doubt that the author understood that 
Jews played important roles in Russian 
history of the time. Despite these important 
qualifications, Solzhenitsyn: a Soul in Exile 


Contd. Overleaf 
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SOLZHENITSYN: THE 


VICTORY OF INTEGRITY 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


remains an extraordinarily good biography. 
One is left wondering what is the real 
cause of the peculiar way in which Solzhen- 
itsyn has been deliberately written down in, if 
not out of, the mass media. 
Pearce clearly believes that it is Solzhen- 
itsyn’s rejection of Enlightenment humanism 


and liberalism in favour of Orthodox Christ- 
ianity that is the explanation. I feel myself, 
however, that an even more powerful cause 
of the apparently undeclared war on him is 
the rejection by his oeuvre as a whole of the 
current headlong political trend towards a 
world government in which nations and 
peoples generally will lose their individual- 
ities, their sovereignties, their freedoms, 
perhaps eventually their languages, cultural 
identities and religions. 


Whatever the truth about the origins of 
the trend, Solzhenitsyn’s life and work 
empower us in our struggle against it; and 
Pearce has done a signal service in making 
these more accessible to a wide number of 
thoughtful readers. 


This is an edited version of a longer 
essay. HERITAGE in Australia pub- 
lished a different edited version in its 
Autumn 2001 issue. 


READERS will be aware that last month we 
published an item with the title of “A Night of 
the Long Knives?’, reporting actions taken 
against various British National Party members 
and supporters on grounds of internal ‘discip- 
line’ for which we were not satisfied that any 
conclusive evidence provided justification. These 
actions were contrasted with the excessive 
leniency shown towards Nick Griffin’s principal 
lieutenant Tony Lecomber, who on at least two 
occasions has engaged in disruptive behaviour 
which more than justified disciplinary punish- 
ment — behaviour for which there is abundant 
evidence and which Mr. Lecomber has not even 
denied. 

Following the publication of ‘A Night of the 
Long Knives’, we have received from BNP 
chairman Nick Griffin a document headed “BNP 
discipline — a response by the party leadership’, 
with the request that this be printed in Spearhead. 

It has been our normal practice when 
receiving replies to criticisms made in Spearhead 
to publish them, regardless of whether we accept 
them or not. In this particular case, however, we 
do not propose to do so; Mr. Griffin’s document 
is full of attacks on various individuals that are 
not backed up by evidence that comes anywhere 
near conforming to normal British standards of 
justice. We decline to allow our magazine to be 
used as a public pillory of this kind. 

In Mr. Griffin’s document he stresses the 
need for political parties to have “a mechanism 
whereby hostile individuals are moved out 
beyond party circles so that they can be seen by 
the membership to be harmful and beyond the 
pale.” In general principle I have no quarrel with 
this, but I believe that decisions concerning who 
are “hostile individuals” and “harmful and 
beyond the pale” need to be made very carefully 
and, above all, impartially and disinterestedly, 
and to be backed up by solid evidence. We 
believe that just such evidence exists in the case 
of Tony Lecomber, with which we dealt in ‘A 
Night of the Long Knives?’, but, strangely, Mr. 
Griffin’s reply — of two-page length on A4 paper 
and mentioning numerous people — completely 
omits any reference to Mr. Lecomber, let alone 
deals with the questions raised about his 
behaviour. 

In ‘A Night of the Long Knives?’ we said, 
when dealing with the case of one excommun- 
icated nationalist, Peter Rushton, that there had 
been no specification as to what he had done to 
deserve his treatment. Subsequent to the issue 
going to the printers we did obtain and read a 
crudely produced pamphlet titled ‘Peter Rushton: 
~ considerations for proscription’, listing Mr. 
Rushton’s alleged ‘crimes’. What is notable 
about these is that: (1) the evidence of none is 
itself really conclusive, but the author of the 
pamphlet relies on a series of stories of incidents 
which together are supposed to build up to a 
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A further statement from 
JOHN TYNDALL 


‘probability’ of guilt, and that is all; (2) virtually 
all the incidents giving rise to the charges against 
Mr. Rushton occurred some years ago, so that the 
question must be asked: why has the present 
party leadership only now taken action against 
him? 

Just how much credibility should be 
accorded this anti-Rushton pamphlet is demon- 
strated by the inclusion in it of a blatant lie just 
before the end, where it is stated that I, John 
Tyndall, expressed an attitude on the issue 
which roughly translated goes: “It doesn’t matter 
too much whether Rushton’s a plant — the party’s 
been full of them for years — what matters is 
whether the affair can be used to damage 
Griffin.” The middle part of this statement is 
correct: I have said that the BNP has contained 
‘plants’ for years, including the years of my 
leadership — a matter enlarged upon in an article 
under my name elsewhere in this issue. As for 
the first and third parts, these are pure invention. 
I have never said anything of the sort, though I 
am no longer surprised by the blurring of fact 
and fiction that is habitual in these quarters. 

A further blatant lie was contained in the 
BNP general members’ bulletin for September, 
where it was said that “Peter Rushton was 
regarded by the previous party leadership as an 
almost certain Searchlight operative, but no 
action was taken despite pleas from a number of 
key officials and old hands.” This is a disgraceful 
and despicable distortion of the facts. The 
‘previous party leadership’ was aware of one or 
two stories about Peter Rushton which were 
based on no more than hearsay evidence. One of 
the major sources was the later convicted 


criminal Charlie Sergeant of Combat 18, who 
could hardly be given credibility. The suggestion 
that any BNP member or supporter should be 
expelled or otherwise banished on the basis of 
‘evidence’ coming from people like Sergeant 
was not only ridiculous but could, if accepted, 
result in the expulsion and/or excommunication 
of just about any nationalist targeted by poison- 
ous gossip-mongers, including those working for 
the state security services whose purpose is to 
stir up strife. Sergeant was indeed later exposed 
as working for Special Branch of Scotland Yard 
for precisely that purpose, among others. 

Concerning the allegations then being made 
against Peter Rushton, there were not “pleas 
from a number of key officials and old hands.” 
There was an expression of suspicion from just 
one key official, based on information supplied 
by one ‘old hand’. This information was not 
disregarded; it was noted and filed away, but it 
was not believed at the time to be conclusive 
enough to warrant action against the accused 
person. Both the official and the ‘old hand’ are 
well regarded people, and there is no suggestion 
that their opinions were prompted by anything 
other than sincere concern for the good of the 
party; but we did disagree with them over the 
matter of the information being enough for a 
‘guilty’ verdict. 

Something of the attitudes of the present 
party leadership concerning truth, falsehood and 
justice can be ascertained from the fact that both 
these statements concerning me — the one in the 
pamphlet and the one in the bulletin — were put 
into print without any attempt to contact me to 
obtain verification or otherwise. Like the other 
people we are dealing with here, I am just 
assumed to be ‘guilty’ on the basis of someone’s 
say-so; I am given no chance to defend myself; 
and then my ‘guilt’ is announced in print and 
circulated around the party. State prosecutors in 
Stalin’s Soviet Union would look approvingly on 
such methods! 

Let me end by a clear statement of my own 
position on all these matters. I have not said, and 
I am not saying, emphatically that any individual 
is guilty or innocent of charges of working 
against the party. I say only that ‘evidence’ so far 
produced against certain people is not sufficient 
to justify the actions taken against them. That is 
all. If further evidence should come to light that 
warrants serious examination, then it should of 
course be seriously examined. That applies to all 
the cases that have been brought up. But until 
this happens, the feeling persists among many 
nationalists of my acquaintance that certain 
people have been targeted as ‘hostile’ and 
‘harmful’ on the basis of their known attitudes 
over some internal party matters rather than on 
any evidence of real wrong done, while certain 
other people — apparently — are almost literally 
allowed to get away with murder. 


THE CASE FOR ULSTER 


DAVID KERR is the editor of Ulster Nation magazine and 
the webmaster of <www.ulsternation.org.uk>. He is the 
author of The Real McCoy, a sympathetic account of the 
career of W. F. McCoy QC, MP, the “prophet of Ulster- 
nationalism” (ISBN 095350778-5). He is a former Chair- 
man of the Ulster Independence Movement. In the 1980s 
he was a member of the Central Ulster Executive of the 
National Front. In the last general election he stood for the 
Ulster Third Way party against Gerry Adams in the West 
Belfast parliamentary seat. He lives and works in Belfast. 


THIS Autumn, on ‘Ulster Day’ (September 28th), many 
Ulster folk celebrated the ninetieth anniversary of the 
signing of the Ulster Covenant. At the time, the Liberal 
government in Westminster was proposing to hand Ulster 
over to the rule of a parliament in Dublin. Ulster folk were 
quite happy to live under the rule of the imperial parliament 
and wanted nothing to do with the so-called ‘Home Rule’ 
proposals. Faced with the Home Rule threat, Ulster organ- 
ised to resist it by all means necessary. Ulstermen enrolled 
en-masse in an Ulster Volunteer Force. 

The UVF gave its allegiance to the Provisional Government of 
Ulster, which was led by Sir Edward Carson and members of the 
Ulster Unionist Council. In Carson’s words, “We must be 
prepared... the morning Home Rule passes, ourselves to become 
responsible for the government of the Protestant province of 
Ulster.” In effect, Carson and his followers were ‘loyal rebels’ who 
were prepared to take on the elected government and the state 
forces to preserve the cherished rights and liberties that they 
believed were under threat. 

Most unionists, despite all the Union Flags and the other 
superficial appearances, are not British nationalists. They hold 
to the covenantal view that you do something for the Sovereign 
because you expect him to do something for you. If he lets you 
down. you are freed from your obligations of loyalty. So, for 
example, if the State does not defend its subjects from evildoers 
the subjects can withdraw their allegiance and take steps for 
their own defence. This is grand as far as it goes, but it is a far 
cry from any form of nationalism. 

In the event, however, the wider war that broke out in 
Europe gave Ulster the respite it needed. The Ulster Provisional 
Government never had to assume its full powers and the UVF 
went off to fight for the Empire in France and Flanders. Ulster’s 
sacrifice on the Somme won the exclusion of the six counties of 
Northern Ireland from Dublin’s jurisdiction in the 1920 Govern- 
ment of Ireland Act. Northern Ireland gained its own parlia- 
ment, which remained subordinate to Westminster. With the 
Anglo-Irish Treaty, ‘Southern Ireland’ became the Irish Free 
State and eventually cut all its political and constitutional ties 
with Britain and the Commonwealth to become the Republic of 
Ireland. 


UNIONIST SELF-DECEPTION 


The problem with the Government of Ireland Act was that it 
was not a settlement of the Ulster question at all. Its intention 
was eventually to bring together the two Irish states under an 
all-island government, although the parts of the Act relating to 
Southern Ireland lapsed when the Irish Free State came into 
existence. The self-deceiving unionist Establishment regarded 
the Act as ‘Ulster’s sheet anchor’ as if it guaranteed their rights 
and liberties as British citizens for all time. It did nothing of the 
kind. 

One prominent critic was the MP for South Tyrone, William 
Frederick McCoy. His view was that an anchor was of little use if 
it is not under the control of the ship’s captain. In Ulster’s case, 


NATIONALISM 


the Act gave the Stormont parliament no control over her own 
constitutional position. Ulster could have been expelled from 
the Union by an Act of the Westminster parliament without even 
consulting Stormont. 

In 1947, McCoy sought to overcome this problem by seeking 
Dominion Status for Northern Ireland - a position previously 
advocated by Sir James Craig, Ulster’s first Prime Minister, 
when Lloyd George tried to pressure him into accepting Dublin 
rule. Craig’s view was that if Ulster were to be expelled from the 
United Kingdom it would be as a separate Dominion in its own 
right. At that time Lloyd George backed down, so Craig did not 
take his Dominion ideas any further. 

McCoy demanded greater powers for Ulster and the abolition 
of Westminster’s right to initiate legislation to incorporate 
Northern Ireland in the Republic of Ireland. He was the subject 
of a massive smear campaign from the unionist Establishment 
and its kept press. His case for Dominion Status was regarded 
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— 


Ulster Loyalists fenced off by police at Drumcree. West- 
minster policies are driving them out of the United 
Kingdom - a course which the writer supports. 


as an unnecessarily extreme measure. As the unionist Derry 
Standard newspaper put it in 1951, “Under what circumstances 
it might be feared that Britain might abandon Ulster to her fate we 
can scarcely conceive...” McCoy was vilified as an ‘Ulster 
Nationalist’ and a traitor — no better than a Sinn Féiner. 


ABOLITION OF STORMONT 


Within twenty years of this complacent editorial, the incon- 
ceivable happened! In 1972, Edward Heath’s Tory government 
abolished Stormont with stroke of a pen and began a process 
designed to merge Ulster with the Irish Republic. Since then, 
Ulster has been more or less under direct colonial rule until the 
end of 1999 when the devolved ‘Good Friday Agreement’ 
institutions replaced it. These interim institutions are only 
designed to last until a referendum on Irish unity gives the 
‘ight’ result and Ulster folk are forced to get out or submit to 
Dublin rule. 

It is for this reason that some Ulster folk contemplate Ulster 
independence. Their reasoning is akin to that of Carson, Craig 
and McCoy: “We can’t trust the British politicians but we can 
trust ourselves.” There’s no point in seeking to maintain a 
marriage with a partner that utterly despises you, belittles you 
and seeks to give you as a plaything to the folks next door. After 


Contd. overleaf 
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THE CASE FOR ULSTER NATIONALISM 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


200 years the Union is a dead letter. Few Ulster folk trust the 
British State. It has become intertwined with an irredeemably 
corrupt political and economic class who care nothing for the 
sacrifices and the sufferings of our people in the face of three 
decades of a sustained republican terrorist onslaught. 

Even the electoral victory of a pro-Ulster government is not 
likely to come in time to forestall or reverse the process of 
absorption into an all-island Republic. Such a government may 
have much more pressing problems to deal with than the affairs 
of our semi-detached part of the realm. 


NATIONAL FRONT MOTION FOR BREAK-UP 


In November 1985, when Margaret Thatcher gave the Irish 
Republic a say in the affairs of Northern Ireland ‘as of right’, the 
National Front — then the leading nationalist organisation in 
Britain — passed a motion calling for an independent Ulster 
state. Nick Griffin, the present leader of the British National 
Party, proposed that motion. The Ulster NF set the political 
agenda, ploughed the field and sowed the seed, but others 
reaped the crop as the NF tore itself apart in internal feuds. The 


NF’s stance captured the imagination of thousands of disill- 
usioned unionists and loyalists and gave an impetus to the 
emergence of more ‘respectable’ pro-independence groups. 

The old NF and the newer UIM have both gone, but they have 
left a legacy of new thinking in the loyalist/unionist camp. They 
developed the pro-independence option from a fallback position 
for unionists into a positive desire to establish an Ulster nation- 
state that can move beyond the religious divide, transcend 
sectarian and historical antagonisms, and bring real peace and 
social justice for all Ulster folk. 

More people are thinking about their identity positively. 
Wall murals proclaim that the Ulster conflict is about nation- 
ality. Concepts such as Ulster-nationalism are taking root and 
beginning to grow again. This does not have to be divisive. 
Ulster-nationalists recognise the need for co-operation between 
the inter-related family of nations who live in these islands. 
That is Ulster’s best hope in an uncertain future. 


Spearhead is strongly opposed to the concept of Ulster separ- 
atism proposed by Mr. Kerr in the foregoing article. However, we 
are printing the article as a contribution to debate and to help 
readers understand the thinking behind the concept. Next month 
we shall be publishing a reply to Mr. Kerr by our editor. 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Friends of Spearhead dinner-lunch 


Send International reply Coupon 
for broadcast details to:- 
NATIONAL VANGUARD 


BOOKS, Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


BRITISH UNION (1932-40) 


This month marks the 7Oth anniver- 
sary of the founding of British Union, the 
premier patriotic political party of the 
inter-war period. This is a message of 
thanks to the men and women from all 
walks of life who had the courage to 
stand up to the forces that were 
dragging the British Empire to its dest- 
ruction. A special mention is due to those 
who suffered incarceration in prisons 
and concentration camps without charge 
or trial — due to their political beliefs and 
their opposition to the disastrous war of 
1939-45. 

“Our watchword is Britain First.” 

Sir Oswald Mosley (1st October 1932) 


Submitted by a reader. 


This year, the Friends of Spearhead 
made a change to the usual custom of an 
annual dinner in London in December. 
Instead, a dinner-lunch was held at a very 
pleasant location in the West Midlands on 
September 14th. This made it easier for 
people living far from London to get to the 
event. 

14 were present (a 15th broke down on 
the motorway en route). 

Spearhead publisher and editor John 
Tyndall ended the dinner-lunch with a short 
speech in which he thanked all those who 
had supported the magazine over the year 
with regular contributions which had made 


which are advertised as they occur. 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the purpose of 
ensuring our magazine's continued survival. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead pay a subscription of a minimum of £10 a 
month, in return for which they may, if they wish, receive five copies of each 
monthly issue for redistribution (by whatever means they prefer). This subscription 
may be paid by cheque or direct debit, in which case our bank details will be supplied. 

In addition, Friends of Spearhead undertakes certain other promotions, details of 


We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the UK but around 
the world, will rally to help us in this project. 
Friends of Spearhead can be contacted at PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. 


it possible for it to survive. He said that one 
of the purposes of Spearhead was to stand 
for loyalty and honour in nationalist politics 
— concepts that were not always evident 
today. The event was enjoyed by all. 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 


The best articles and news 


items 
published in Spearhead in recent months 
can now be seen on the Spearhead 
website. You can visit this site at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


THE MOST DECISIVE BATTLE IN ENGLISH HISTORY 


On the 14th October 1066 at Battle, Sussex, King Harold of 
England fell, together with thousands of Englishmen, defending our 
country against usurping forces. 

Prior to this great battle, King Harold marched his troops from 
Sussex nearly 200 miles north to Stamford Bridge, near York, and 
defeated the mightiest warrior of his day, Harald Hardrada of Norway, 
who landed with a huge army with a view to conquering England and 
seizing the English Crown. Harold’s great feat is now regarded as one 
of the greatest military pincer movements of all time. The Norwegian 
Army of several thousand men was all but wiped out by King 
Harold’s forces. 

Immediately after this great victory, King Harold learned that 
Duke William of Normandy had landed in Sussex, and therefore 
immediately marched his entire army south again, another 200 miles 
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or so, to meet the Norman threat at Sussex. 

The chronicles tell us that before the Great Battle of Hastings 
King Harold walked amongst his troops speaking to every man and 
delivering the simple message that they had to win on that day if 
England was to remain a Saxon Germanic nation and not become a 
Gallic country, as he put it. 

Dorothy Whitelock writes in her book TheBeginnings of English 
Society: “But by the end of the eighth century every Englishmen could 
trace his line back to five of the bravest tribes of North Germany.” 

That is how important 1066 was to England and that is why, when 
we have a truly nationalist government in power in this country, the 
greatest annual event for the nation will have to be a huge rally at the 
battlefield on the 14th October in the memory of those who fell at 
Battle, near Hastings, Sussex in 1066. 


The day-tripper 


FF8282 slipped into the 
driving seat of his luxury BMW, 
glanced down at his designer 
watch, adjusted the air-condit- 
ioning, and pulled away on his 
40-mile journey to Lincoln. It 
was going to be a good day; a 
time to meet old buddies at the 
theatre, and maybe proffer his 
invaluable artistic advice on 
current and future productions. 
Plus, with a bit of luck, there 
would still be time to pop over 
to Grantchester to see his family 
and enjoy a snack, witha 
decent bottle of wine, on the 
terrace. Altogether a pleasant 
and relaxing break for someone 
just 13 months into a four-year 
prison sentence, and he could 
look forward to many more 
such outings as part of his 
rehabilitation programme. If all 
this seems curious, you should 
know that FF8282 is no ordin- 
ary convict but ‘Lord’ Jeffrey 
Archer, inveterate liar and 
perjurer, and a former deputy- 
chairman of the Conservative 
party: clearly someone who can 
still pull a lot of weight when 
and where it’s needed. 


Getting the 
priorities right 


Statistics can be misleading, 
and it is always a blessing when 
they are underpinned by some 
logical reasoning. There are, it 
seems, more black men behind 
bars in the US than go to 
college. Luckily, the underlying 
cause of this has been revealed 
by a spokesman for the National 
Association for the Advance- 
ment of Coloured People, who 
observed that ”... it appears to 
be easier for governments to 
invest precious public dollars 
into the incarceration of African- 
American men than it is to 
invest in higher education.” So, 
build enough colleges and you 
will eliminate black crime and, 
given the official line that all 
races are equal, we suppose it 
would work equally well across 
the board. Are you listening, 
Mr. Blunkett? 


Crime and capability 


tae is aged just thirty- 
two, and is a capable chap. He 
holds down an admittedly 
humdrum job, drives a car, pays 
his taxes and occasionally finds 
his way around the super- 
market. He is a quiet bloke who 
enjoys watching soaps, has few 
apparent vices and gets in 
nobody’s way. Thus, you 
would probably say that if 
ae took to crime, that is if 


THE WAY WE 
CiVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


he robbed a bank or filling 
station, or ransacked your 
home, then he would deserv- 
edly find himself banged up for 
a couple of years. No excuse 
and no argument! 

But in fact he will do none of 
those things. His thoughts are 
concentrated on an innocent 
nine-year old lass who lives 
only a few doors away. Andina 
few days time he will abduct, 
violently assault and brutally 
murder his young victim. He is, 
as we have said, a capable lad, 
although not clever enough to 
escape detection and arrest for 
his barbaric crime. The bad 
news is that, after he has fallen 
into the hands of the law, those 
whom the Americans term 
‘shrinks’ will appear on the 
scene and explain to us that 
Bae has always been several 
sandwiches short of a picnic, 
and is therefore not responsible 
for his actions. 

Not responsible? Of course 
he is responsible! He laid careful 
plans to satisfy his weird 
craving in the full knowledge 
that what he was about to do 
was not merely wrong but 
bestial and horrific. And, while 
pate is wholly fictional, the 
message is clear. The law 
needs to be changed so that 
‘shrinks’ and all their claptrap 
are kept out of the courtroom, 
and would-be predators, both 
male and female, have absolut- 
ely no illusions about the fate 
that awaits them if they trans- 
gress. In our view, a suspen- 


to be a powerful deterrent. 


Alma Mater 


They called it the Queen of 
the Suburbs, and we were once 
justly proud to be part of it. This 
was tree-lined, leafy, peaceful, 
Ealing, Middlesex. Foreigners 
were virtually unknown, though 
our fifth form accommodated 
one young Jew whose parents 
had deemed it expedient to quit 
the Third Reich. The school 
motto was Respice Prospice, 
“Look back, look forward” — 
though none of us could have in 


any way forecast what the 
future would hold for our 
borough. We could scarcely 
have dreamed that, some 60 
years down the road, Mr. Piara 
Khabra, the Labour MP for 
Ealing-Southall, would be 
urging local Asians to defend 
themselves against local 
Somalis on the rampage. Was it 
for this that we went willingly 
to war, and for this that our 
headmaster died in an air raid, 
while many chums never 
returned to their loving families, 
never knew the joy of walking a 
sweetheart through our many 
delightful and well-tended 
parks? We know that it was 
not. We know our folk did not 
want this and that it did not 
have to be. Let those respon- 
sible for this fully understand 
that it is not our Saxon way to 
find ourselves betrayed and let 
matters rest. 


Max - all confused 

A recent newspaper article 
by Max Hastings illustrates to 
perfection the appalling decline 
in standards seen in British 
journalism over the past few 
decades. The writer takes as his 
title Return of the Dark Contin- 
ent, and then laments Africa’s 
descent into a trough of despair 
following the end of colonial 
rule. Particularly he features 
poverty, which he links, quite 
correctly, with corruption, and 
notes that an estimated £95 
billion has been filched and 
salted away by national rulers 
since the Europeans handed 
over power. Again, he is on firm 
ground when he observes that 
the people never cared a fig for 
ballots or the democratic 
process. They simply wanted to 
seize the land, cars, houses and 
swimming pools belonging to 
the hated white rulers. So far so 
good; but then we learn that 
Mr. Hastings was never a 
supporter of lan Smith’s 
Rhodesia, which was, ”... 
founded upon a huge injustice 
to the blacks, and sustained by 
cruelties as horrible as those of 
Mugabe today.” As to white 


minority rule in South Africa, 
this was “a loathsome thing” 
and the writer thanks God that 
it has gone. Thus he cleverly 
paints himself into a corner. He 
is far from happy with the 
achievements of those who 
trekked fearlessly into the dark, 
treacherous, forbidding hinter- 
land to build new nations, and 
yet fully realises that there is 
now little hope for Africa’s 
poverty stricken, AIDS-infes- 
ted, teeming millions. 

A ‘potboiler’ is defined as a 
literary work of poor quality, 
produced quickly for profit. We 
cannot find any better 


‘ description for this effort from 


Mr. Hastings. 


How we got it wrong 


In his erudite, but very 
entertaining, preface to a 
History of the Anglo-Saxons 
(1876) Sir Francis Palgrave 
puts himself in the shoes of an 
ancient forebear who is trying 
to explain his customs and 
institutions to a Norwegian 
visitor:- 


“And should our Witenag- 
emot, our Micel getheaht, ever 
cease to be a meeting of the 
wise, or great thought, and 
become a Parlement, or great 
talk, it willbe worse for England 
than if a myriad of your north- 
ern pirates were to ravage the 
land from sea to sea. Haco, 
mark my words - if our Witan 
ever enter into long debates, 
consequences most ruinous to 
the state must inevitably ensue 
— they will begin by contradict- 
ing one another, and end by 
contradicting themselves. 
Constantly raising expectations 
which they never can fulfill; 
each party systematically 
decrying the acts of the other; 
the soc-men and churls... will 
suppose that the art of govern- 
ment requires neither skill nor 
practice. They will demolish the 
throne and, seizing the sceptre 
and the sword, they will involve 
the whole state in unutterable 
confusion and misery.” 


A substantial donation to 
the Robert Maxwell Foundation 
for the Preservation of Ancient 
Scottish Surnames, if anyone 
can improve on that! 


Wise words 

Well how about this? 

“An axiom such as ‘The 
sum of the angles of a triangle 
is equal to 180 degrees’ could 
only lead to bloodshed if it 
threatened someone’s inter- 
ests.” 

Thomas Hobbes 
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ne . UNM AANAAAAN 
The Editor is 


‘Spearhead’ 

PO Box 2471 

Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: Thank you for the generous space you 
gave last month to the pamphlet Freedom 
Struggle. You covered our points of differ- 
ence, which are mainly tactical, very well. 
There is little point in my replying to them 
as my answers have been covered in prev- 
ious Spearhead articles and in my book 
Many Shades of Black. However, there are 
a few issues | would like to clarify. 

Freedom Struggle was not edited by Paul 
Barnes. He just wrote the foreword. The 
pamphlet arose out of a series of questions 
put to me by the magazine U/ster Nation, 
with a view to publishing the questions and 
answers as an article. It became too long 
for this, hence the pamphlet. | would stress 
that | do not share all the views of U/ster 
Nation. 

It was my father, not my paternal grand- 
father, who had a passing interest in 
Mosley’s movement. | quote (from a distant 
memory) his views, not mine, on what he 
thought was a mistake in having political 
uniforms because his view was typical of 
many people at that time who had some 
respect for Mosley. 

JOHN BEAN 
Newmarket, Suffolk 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: We apologise to Mr. 
Bean for the small factual errors made in 
our review and thank him for pointing them 
out.) 


SIR: There is something highly suspect, 
even sinister, about the antics of both this 
country and America regarding Saddam 
Hussein. 

We are continually being told how evil 
this man is: how his weapons of mass 
destruction threaten us all and how he must 
be taken out to safeguard the civilised 
world. What nonsense! 

If one looks at Saddam against the back- 
ground of Jewish activity in the occupied 
land of Palestine, the fog begins to clear. All 
of us have seen stone-throwing Palestinian 
youths up against Israeli tanks, F16 jets, 
helicopter gunships and other highly sophis- 
ticated weaponry, which are used to supp- 
ress the indigenous Arabs from exercising 
their rights in their own land. 

The only real help afforded the Palestin- 
ian Arabs comes from Iraq, but this is minu- 
scule compared with Jewish weaponry, 
supplied at almost limitless cost, mostly by 
the USA, in order to underpin the bogus 
state of Israel. 

The propaganda against Saddam is 
essential if the rest of the world is to be 
convinced of the righteousness of the 
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intended attack on Iraq. We all know that 
the only nation-state which can and will 
help the Palestinian people is Iraq, and | 
believe the current position is that Iraq con- 
tributes around £25,000 to widows in 
Palestine who have lost their bread-winners, 
who have sacrificed their lives as freedom- 
fighters. Once Iraq has been destroyed, 
there would be nobody left in the Middle 
East who would raise a finger to help the 
Palestinian cause. 

Readers must ask themselves this ques- 
tion: why is it that we have never seen 
Saddam Hussein interviewed over, say, an 
hour on British television? He has never, as 
far as | know, been approached by a leading 
western journalist to give his opinion on the 
Middle East situation. The reason for this is 
simple: he must always be portrayed as the 
mass-murderer, torturer and bogey-man 
astride the world stage. 

PHILIP FORDER-WHITE 
Shaftsbury, Dorset 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: There was a report ofa 
talk between Saddam Hussein and Labour 
MP George Galloway, which appeared in 
The Mail on Sunday, a small snippet from 
which was quoted in Spearhead /ast month. 
However, Mr. Forder-White is broadly 
correct in indicating that opportunities for 
the Saddam viewpoint to be heard in the 
western media have been very few.) 


SIR: The annual get-together of the British 
National Party, known as the Red, White 
and Blue Summer Festival, had for two 
years, passed off without the slightest hint 
of trouble of any sort — until this year, that 
is, when the so-called ‘Anti-Nazi League’, 
alias Rentamob, tried to disrupt what was 
essentially a family affair by their usual 
methods of foul-mouthed abuse and thugg- 
ery. 

ANAL, apart from hating the BNP, hate 
the police too, and like nothing better than 
to engage them in a brawl. Yet in spite of all 
this, MP Nigel Evans has the effrontery to 
demand that the BNP pay part of the cost 
of policing the event! 

Now let’s get things straight: The Red, 
White and Blue event itself no more needs 
policing than a Sunday School picnic would 
need policing. It was only when the ANAL 
mob decided to interfere that policing 
became necessary. It follows, therefore, 
that if we adopt the Evans rule it should be 
ANAL who ought to pay for it. 

N.G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: | used to be a supporter of the death 
penalty for many crimes, but | have recently 
changed my mind for this reason:- 

Once somebody is dead, they have no 
suffering, no pain, no nothing! Why should 
paedophile murderers escape so lightly? | 
would suggest that they suffer for the rest 
of their lives in some really repressive instit- 
ution. 

It is suggested that if there were the 
death penalty juries would (currently at 
least) be less likely to convict. That is 
probably correct, but if | committed a 
heinous crime like the recent murders of 


Holly Wells, Jessica Chapman and Millie 
Dowler | would much rather be executed 
than suffer 30-40 years of, say, solitary 
shackled confinement. 

ANDREW KIMBER 

Sutton, Surrey 


SIR: Here is a contribution to the discussion 
in your September issue under the title 
‘Muddle or Conspiracy?’ 

A pen friend from Lithuania, a blonde 
Scandinavian type, is currently visiting 
Britain. 

To get here she had to be in possession 
of: (1) a passport; (2) a visitor’s visa; (3) a 
personal letter of invitation from me, wit- 
nessed by my solicitor or bank manager; (4) 
a return air ticket; (5) sufficient pocket 
money to demonstrate her independence; 
(6) telephone confirmation to Immigration 
by me to confirm her claims. 

NAME & ADDRESS SUPPLIED 


SIR: Glasgow is a showpiece of champagne 
socialism; Labour has governed the city for 
decades. One wonders exactly why this 
should be, because the champagne social- 
ists have made a mess of the city’s financial 
affairs and its administration for all this 
time. 

Bob Wylie, a former organiser of the 
Trotskyist Militant Tendency, wrote an 
article in the Glasgow Herald exposing 
‘champagne socialism’. He said Labour had 
borrowed so much cash from the bankers in 
the name of the city’s population that they 
had to pay over £100 million every year on 
service charges on this immense debt 
(usury). But Wylie failed to mention how 
the Trots in Liverpool under Degsy Hatton’s 
inspired leadership brought that city to the 
edge of bankruptcy. 

Today in Glasgow the Labour Council is 
demanding £886.00 per year in Poll Tax 
from each of the city’s taxpayers. How- 
ever, they don’t use that unsavoury name 
‘Poll Tax’; they call it ‘Community Tax’, 
and say with tongue in cheek (no doubt) 
that it is designed to help the poor. But a 
tax is a tax is a tax. Most Glaswegians think 
the tax is to pay for fat salaries. 

HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


SIR: Your August issue quotes Sir David 
Calvert-Smith, head of the Crown Prosec- 
ution Service, as blaming ‘institutional 
racism’ for the collapse of law and order. 
Well, how come we have reached this 
dreadful situation? The real blame should 
be attached to one government after 
another since 1948, when Attlee’s Labour 
Government first started letting the non- 
white immigrants in. Every prime minister 
since — Eden, Macmillan, Home, Wilson, 
Heath, Callaghan, Thatcher, Major and Blair 
— has been a party to this, for none has 
done anything to stop it. 

| shall never forget the interview of Enoch 
Powell by Jon Snow when Snow said: 
“Why can’t you pretend at least to be indiff- 
erent to the Afro-Asian invasion, like every- 
one else?” He was referring to politicians. 
MICHAEL INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from Excalibur Merchanise, PO Box 16, 
York YO671 3YH. Cheques/POs made 
payable to “British Heritage’ . 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 


A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. \llustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 


The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 
£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Say ‘No to Muslim extremism! 

Spotlights the main danger from Islamic extrem- 
ists — not fanatics thousands of miles away the 
other side of the world but people here in Britain in 
our own midst, in our own communities. Price 
£8.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Asylum-seekers leaflet 

Opposes the open-door policy for asylum-seekers 
that is allowing hundreds of thousands to flood 
into Britain each year and be given free homes 
and benefits. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Leaflet supporting Britain’s farmers 
Condemns destruction of the farming industry. 
Price £6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£6.50 for 1,000 and £7.05 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. Address for leaflet orders and enquiries 
is PO Box 287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8 
82ZU. 


OTHERITEMS 

Key rings 

BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 
still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 


order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


The Voice of 


Freedom 


CONVICTIONS EXPOSE THE 
SLZdze WARELARORE 
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Freedom is the official newspaper of the 
British National Party. Retail price 45p. 
Sample copy 64p post-free. One-year 
subscription (British Isles) £8.65. For 
details of bulk rates and other inform- 
ation, write to: PO Box 1032, Woodford 
Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 


dedicated activists and sympathisers alike. 
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The cover price of /dentity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain 
their sample copies for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just 

£2.00. Please make cheques or postal orders payable to the British National 
Party, and send to PO Box 51, Oundle, PE8 6WQ 


T-shirts 

These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map back- ground of 
British Isles); ‘These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for 
England — April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George 
and the dragon). These capture the very essence 
of British Nationalism and cannot be recomm- 
ended too highly. Only available at present in 
extra-large size, all are in full colour. Price £10 
each including p&p. Make cheques/POs payable 
to ‘Freedom Promotions’ and send to PO Box 20, 
Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP. 


Mousemats 
Round BNP mousemats now available at £5.00 
each. 


Anti-EU car stickers 

These 5”x3.5” stickers come in two styles 
(window or bumper). Please state which one you 
want. £1.20 each. 


PC-CDROM 

Issues 1-19 of Scorpion magazine now available 
for your PC at just £15.00. Usual price £5.85 per 
issue, available only from Freedom Promotions. 


Freedom Promotions catalogue 

New Autumn catalogue out now. Over a dozen 
new titles. Send three first class stamps to PO 
Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of radio broadcasts made by 
the late Dr. William L. Pierce and Kevin Alfred 
Strom of the American National Alliance. Of 
inter- est to white people all over the world. 
Appears monthly. Send US$5 for sample copy. 
Subscription rates to the UK supplied on request. 
Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 


cs a 


Page 23 


FREEDOM PROMOTIONS (PHONE 0771 437 4137) 
PO BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


ANCIENT BRITAIN (James Dyer) £17.55. With 
over 130 illustrations and photographs, this book 
brings to life prehistoric Britain from the first 
occupation 450,000 years ago to the Roman 
invasion in 43 AD. A ‘must’ for enthusiasts of 
prehistoric agriculture, settlement. trade and ritual. 
1990 (rep 1995), 176pp. 

..AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
vincing picture of life in our country between the 
Ath and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, 
Scots and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE (Dorothy 
Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo-Saxon culture 
and organisation and relations with the Celts 
between the leaving of the Romans and the coming 
of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE. THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £28.85. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. W.C. 
George) £1.50. An academic destroys the myth 
of race equality by using scientific research. 7Opp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.50. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every 
aspect of Britain’s disastrous membership of the 
EU. 1987, 62pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) £ 
1.85. A strong plea for British independence from 
the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.1. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First pub- 
lished in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 

BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361 pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get 
into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmley) 
£22.80. A study of the Anglo-American relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995, xv,427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
ll leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591 pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmley) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 
in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author 
is. more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
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The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 
postage applying to overseas orders, please write 
first for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Promotions’ only, and should not be 
included in remittances sent to associated bodies 
for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt with 
more quickly if ‘Freedom Promotions’ is marked 
on the envelope. Please send all orders to our 
mail order address, which is:- 


Freedom Promotions 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 

Notts. NG19 6HP 


E-mail: britishfreedom@hotmail.com 

New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Promot- 
ions are written by many different authors holding 
a number of different political and/or religious 
viewpoints, very few of them being in any way 
connected with Freedom Promotions’ parent org- 
anation, the British National Party. The party’s 
mail order book service distributes these books 
because it is felt that they fill important gaps in 
public information and understanding of vital 
national and international issues. This does not 
mean that all the contents of the books are repres- 
entative of the policies of the party. The party 
reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 


than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 2Oth century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A classic 
work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 
the year! 643pp. 

COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 
and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998, 313pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country.1966, 76pp. 


CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 


DISCRIMINATE 


Explains 
the ludi- 
crous con- 
sequences 
of anti-dis- 
crimination 
laws (see 
this page) 


AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND (Col. 
B.S. Tuner) £10.50. An updated version of articles 
appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4) . 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injust- 
ices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 
ECOLOGY AND EVOLUTION (Edited by Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £10.00. Various authors explain 
the evolution of the races of mankind, why the 
family is the basic unit of all successful societies 
and why ethnically homogeneous nations are 
most in accordance with human nature. 92pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.30; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National Party. A’must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1988, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998, 537pp. 
ENGLISH WARRIOR, THE (Stephen Pollington) 
£16.80.* An account from earliest times to 1066 
of the rites, social attitudes, mythology and 
mentality of Anglo-Saxon warriorhood. This illus- 
trated book is a ‘must’ for anybody interested in 
early English military history. 1996, 272pp. 

EN ROUTE TO GLOBAL OCCUPATION (Gary H. 
Kah) £9.95. A high-ranking government liaison 
official exposes the secret agenda for One World 
that even the most sceptical observer must take 
into account. 1991, 224pp. 

ESSAY ON THE RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, 
AN (Hillaire Belloc) £4.00. * In this classic book the 
author sets out a blueprint for a healthy economy 
based on well-distributed private property. 1936, 
78pp. 

EVIL EMPIRE, THE (Paul Hellyer) £6.00. How 
globalisation is destroying the economy of Canada 
and turning that country into just another US state. 
A mirror image of the situation in Britain. 1998, 
111pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35.A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988) , 519pp. 
GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£7.00. The first comprehensive account of the 
structure and influence of the Bilderberg Group 
and the Trilateral Commission. A report of special 
interest to students of world affairs. 1980, 96pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed to 


the gods of the global economy. A powerful plea 
for national freedom and economic nationalism 
with great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Prof. Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern science. 
A scholarly but eminently readable criticism of 
egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD in Anthro- 
pology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE, THE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 

KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


LOOKING FOR THE LOST GODS OF ENGLAND 
(Kathleen Herbert) £5.45.* Sifting through royal 
genealogy, charms, verse and various other 
sources, the authoress finds clues to the names 
and attributes of the gods and goddesses of the 
early English. 1994 (rep 2000), 64pp. 


MABINOGION (Translated by Lady Charlotte E. | 


Guest) £2.90.* These 12 Welsh prose tales written 
in the Middle Ages, but thought to date back to 
the dawn of Celtic civilisation, are a masterpiece 
of European literature. They are sure to delight 
scholars, students, lovers of myth and legend and 
general readers. 1997, 209pp. 


MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.50. 
The author exposes usury and argues that the 
international banking system is an enemy of Christ- 
ianity and western civilisation. 1993, 30pp. 
MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 

MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85. Perhaps 
America’s foremost nationalist political leader of 
the present day, the author gives an account of 
his background, his political development and the 
stirring campaigns in which he has fought, 
including the one that resulted in his being elected 
to the Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
sions in a number of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 


ORIGIN OF THE ENGLISH NATION, THE (H. 
Munro Chadwick) £ 15.40. An account of the 
origins of the Saxons, Germans, Jutes and Danes 
following their invasions and migrations, with 
relevant maps. 1983, 233pp. 


One of the 
best critiques 
of the 
theories of 
racial 
equality 

(See this 
page) 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable econ- 
omic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 582pp. 


OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; Paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 


PEACE-WEAVERS AND SHIELD-MAIDENS (Kath- 
leen Herbert) £5.45.* Shows how women played 
a major role in early English life in both peace and 
war. It relates the impressions they left in Britain 
and on the Continent, how they were recorded in 
early English chronicles and how they came alive 
in heroic verse and jest. 1997, 64pp. 
PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £ 11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century.1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00. The author, a pro- 
fessional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4) . 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
Reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Saxons, 
Vikings and Normans, with information on related 
peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 273pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY (H.B. 
Isherwood) £ 1.00. The author uses and quotes the 
Bible to defend racial separation. 1970, 16pp. 


RESPONSE, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.25. 
The author answers the critics of his previous book, 
The Trap, and explains point by point why they are 
wrong. 1995, 203pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays arguing 
that white patriots should adopt insurgent rather 
than conservative strategies to defend their culture 
and values. Although it is written for Americans, 
this book contains many invaluable lessons for 
British Nationalists also. 1997, 25Opp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 


Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 


involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta H. Webster) £15.95. Using a 
great mass of evidence, this book shows that 
there is some secret and directing influence behind 
the subversive movements of modern times, as 
well as of the past. Its conclusions cannot be 
shaken by offhand denial. 1924, 419pp. 


SHOCKLEY ON EUGENICS AND RACE (Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £15.00. 22 of Prof. Shockley’s 
original articles on race, eugenics and dysgenic 
trends in western society. 1992, 300pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the .scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61 pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich Nietz- 
sche) £9.20. A doctrine of racial progress towards 
the development of the Superman. This edition 
1969, 343pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Elizabeth 
Freeman) £10.00. A collection of extracts and 
snippets from many writings of mostly non-liberal 
authors. Ideal for looking up useful quotes. Written 
from a Catholic viewpoint. 1984, 171 pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global free 
trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 216pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £10.00. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government of John 
Major in signing the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 
123pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.25. A look at how organisations infiltrate the 
Government and Parliament to further their own 
interests, dealing specifically with those on the 
extreme left. 1986, 25pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser to lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson! £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 


WORLD COUPD’ETAT IS PLANNED, A (Dr. Kitty 
Little) £1.25. An update and new dimension to 
Treason at Westminster, this book explains how 
the European Union is just another step towards a 
one-world state. 1997, 16pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous expose of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew who 
got into a great deal of trouble with his co- 
racialists as a result of this work. 1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £11.50. A 
study of 20th century history, covering such 
events as the Bolshevik Revolution, the origins of 
World War Il, the creation of Israel and the relation- 
ship between communism and capitalism. One of 
the very best books for those seeking an under- 
standing of the modern world. 1992, 205pp. 
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BNP demonstrates against Islamic extremism 


Wednesday, September 11th, saw the 
mobilisation of a large team of BNP activ- 
ists and supportive members of the 
public, who congregated outside the 
home of Islamic extremism in Britain, the 
infamous Finsbury Park Mosque, to dem- 
onstrate against an abhorrent meeting 
held to discuss the ‘positive outcomes’ of 
last year’s terrorist attacks in the USA. 

This mosque is the base for the 
fanatical al-Muhajiroun group, led by mad 
Mullahs Abu Hamza and Omar Bakri. The 
BNP’s Instant Response Group managed 
to organise the protest at very short 
notice, with YBNP chairman Mark Collett 
producing a fabulous banner emblazoned 
with our party’s emblem and the slogan: 
‘Keep Britain out of foreign wars; keep 
foreign wars out of Britain’. Mark also 
printed good informative leaflets for the 
event. 

The atmosphere was electric, and the 
100-plus nationalist crowd were orderly 
and disciplined and a credit to our party. It 
was also very pleasing to see several 
ladies and OAP members present. Activ- 
ists had travelled from as far away as the 
West Country to participate in this mem- 
orable demonstration. A loudhailer was 
used to great effect, with excellent 
speeches by London & Essex Organiser 
Chris Roberts and East London Organiser 
Jason Douglas. These were directed at 
the mosque’s masked inhabitants (yes, 
they’re afraid to show their faces!) and 
the assembled international media circus. 
A rendition of ‘Rule Britannia’ was given 
by all with great gusto, and a sea of Union 


The demo banner says: ‘Keep Britain out of foreign wars; keep foreign wars out of 
Britain’. It was evening time and the light was not too good. 


and St. George’s Cross flags were dis- 
played — a very rare sight indeed in multi- 
racial Finsbury Park! 

The activity obtained extensive media 
coverage and proved, again, to the British 
people that the BNP is the only political 
party in this country with the conviction 
and courage to stand up to these Muslim 
maniacs, whose aim is to create an 
Islamic Britain. 

The police did an excellent job keeping 
order on the night, especially in the face 
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of provocation from counter-demonstrat- 
ors comprising a tiny group of anarchists 
and 15 supporters of the Anti-Nazi 
League, who were joined by left-wing 
Labour MP Jeremy Corbin. 

Well done to all those who took part! 


REPORT FROM BOB GERTNER 


SLIGHT SUB INCREASE 


Due to a recent rise of postal rates for 
overseas mail, we have been forced to make 
some small increases in subscription rates 
for overseas subscribers. These do not affect 
subscribers in the British Isles. The currently 
applicable rates can be found in the box on 
the lower left of this announcement. 


Spearhead back 
numbers for sale 


Spearhead subscriber offers back issues for 
sale. Proceeds to go to the Spearhead 
Support Fund. 

Nos. 70,72, 76; 81;85,.89; 90,91 
(1973-76) 

95-101 (Jun. 1976-Jan. 1977) 

103-110 (1977) 

112-220 (Dec. 1977-Jun. 1987) 

222-273 (Aug. 1987-Nov. 1991) 

275-315 (Jan 1992-May 1995) 

317-327 (Jul. 1995-May 1996) 

£80 plus £10 carriage for the lot (236 
issues) or at 40p per issue plus postage. 
Postage to be estimated on the basis of an 
issue weighing 80g (average). 

First option will be given to first reader who 
orders the lot at £80. Dispatch or return of 
orders for smaller quantities will be delayed 
until the 21st Septmber. 

Orders and enquiries to Box 65, Spearhead. 
PO Box 1471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. 


CHARGES AGAINST NATIONALIST 


PRINTER THROWN OUT OF COURT 


An historic day — Thursday, 5th September 
2002, and the scene is Leeds Crown Court No. 
Four. Tony Hancock, printer of the pamphlet 
Merrie England, written by veteran white nation- 
alist Colin Jordan, is cleared of all charges under 
Britain’s infamous ‘race’ laws. This is a tremen- 
dous victory for the cause in the United Kingdom. 

The vindictive system — despite the fact that 
Colin Jordan was never tried nor convicted for 
producing the pamphlet — was determined to 
have its pound of flesh. So the totally innocent 
Tony Hancock, who only printed it, was hauled 
into court. His only crime: printing, which is his 
business. They dressed up this gross attack on 
individual freedom by charging him with ‘aiding 
and abetting’ Colin Jordan in producing a pam- 
phlet calculated to cause (or ‘likely’ to cause) 
racial hatred. 

Mr. Hancock’s barrister, Adrian Davies, brill- 
iantly defended him. Witnesses brought by the 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.35 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.49 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


prosecution were left-wing Labour MPs — who, 
needless to say, expressed their ‘outrage’ at 
receiving the pamphlet, Merrie England. They 
were joined by David Michael Whine, a leading 
light in the Board of Deputies of British Jews. 
His evidence was effectively demolished by 
defence counsel. Whine had a hard job explain- 
ing his definition of who and what constituted a 
Jewish person, and the whole charade of the race 
laws was shown as the ‘Alice-in- Wonderland’ 
piece of legislation that it is. 

The twists and turns in the prosecution’s case 
and the statements of its witnesses in court were 
mind-boggling in their efforts to prove ‘racial 
hatred’. The Judge, who seemed impartial and 
fair throughout the trial, when giving his summ- 
ation to the jury stated very forcefully that the 
whole area of race legislation was particularly 
difficult. He also stated that if the jury thought 
the defendant had the right to express his opin- 
ions in the light of a decent society being able to 
tolerate ‘extreme’ views, they should acquit him. 
The Judge also stressed that the right of freedom 
of speech was reinforced by European human 
rights legislation, now part of British law. 

The learned Judge was right. Not only is the 
race legislation unjust, it is ridiculous. The race 
acts and public order laws governing race are 
forever being amended and strengthened, and 
leave very little scope for rational and sensible 
debate on the extremely important issues of race 
and immigration, and of course on issues con- 
cerning the Jewish community and its power. 

Tony Hancock was tried by twelve true 
Britons who exercised their common sense above 
the vagaries and iniquities of unjust legislation 
and brought in a verdict of Not Guilty! 


Printing ‘glitch’ 

We must apologise to readers, and to the 
writer, for the fact that the final line in Frank 
Kimbal Johnson’s article last month on Chur- 
chill, ‘Man of history or just of histrionics?’, 
disappeared in the printing of the article. The 
actual last paragraph of the article should 
read: “All things considered, therefore, the 
most appropriate salute to the Churchill myth 
was the one he was constantly seen giving, 
but the other way round.” 

The line was lost in the process of copying 
by the printers of the whole issue, which was 
supplied to them on CD — with everything 
correct as it left this office. 


The day was a great victory for white nation- 
alism and for freedom. Tony Hancock should be 
saluted for his firm stand and unflinching 
courage in winning through against all the 
system could throw at him! 
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This 53-minute CD was recorded from a 
cassette dated around 1959. Recordings 
by AKC are not abundant and we felt this 
was worth saving as a CD not just for its 
interesting content but for its rarity. 

The recording was originally made for 
the League of Empire Loyalists but AKC 
was also known for his membership of the 
BUF and being the founder of the National 
Front. 

Anyone making a minimum free-will 
donation to our Church of ten pounds will 
receive a copy of this rare CD recording 
absolutely free. 

Please make cheques or money orders 
payable to:- 


“Identity Mission” 
New Christian Crusade Church, 
221 Dorset House, 
Duke Street, 
Chelmsford, 
Essex, 
CM1 1TB 
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Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full © 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle - 
the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. a 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
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There are only three things 

worth risking his life for:- 

e The defence 
of Britain 

e The defence 
of British 
interests 

e The defence 
of British 
people 


Britain has no interests in lrag. What happens in Iraq is none of our business. We should not 
be sending British servicemen to fight there in President Bush’s war. Instead we should be 
using them to destroy the IRA here in the United Kingdom. And if they are to be sent abroad, 
it should be to ‘Zimbabwe’ (formerly Rhodesia), where British people are under threat from 
Robert Mugabe’s gangsters. This is the British National Party view. 


For more information on the «tae 5 ANNI Os ansamnnnivat ain aaiia ana gn eiinaiea ca dee binhsi sanded 
British National Party, write 
and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary 
PO Box 287 WauadwadcoebcbstucacvectancnccanetsesaisheunassesWibaknesnemeNlens casas. cect 
Waltham Cross . 
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Tel. 0870 7576 267 
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paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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